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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We earn that the late Mr. Justice Quain, who during 
his lifetime showed a warm interest in the improvement 
of legal education, has bequeathed a sum of £10,000 to 
trustees to be applied to this purpose. ‘ 





WE ruBLISHED some little time ago a letter complain- 
ing of the conflicting decisions of the common law 
masters in reference to some items of costs. It would 
seem that no steps have been taken to remedy this 
anomaly. A trustworthy correspondent says :—“‘ As it 
seems the masters will not make common cause snd 
arrange among themselves uniform allowances where it 
is possible to do so, it appears to me that publicity only 
can avail the profess‘on. Members of the profession 
who have had experience of the conflicting decisions of 
the masters (not only with reference to costs, but 
other matters) would, I venture to think, be doing good 
service by bringing instances publicly to light. Not- 
withstanding the too notorious conflict of opinion among 
the masters, few of your readers will, I think, be pre- 
pared for the following: —On the 30th of August last I 
attended to tax a bill of costs on an associate’s certificate 
before Master Benett (Common Pleas). When he arrived 
at ‘Copy writ for service,’ he said, ‘No copy for service 
can be allowed. Under the recent rules a copy of the 
writ for service is only allowed where the writ exceeds 
two folios, and as no writ is more than two folios, no 
copy for service should be allowed.’ I said it was the 
first time I had had a copy writ for service disallowed 
under the new practice, and I appealed to the gentleman 
Tepresenting the defendant for an expression of his 
experience on the point, and at the same time reminded 
him that Master Johnson (Exchequer) had allowed in his 
client’s bill of costs 1s. 4d. for copy for service not 
long before on a taxation where we were both engaged. 
My opponent confirmed me, but added that in the case 
I referred to the writ was specially indorsed, and that 
the indorsement was long. ‘The indorsement is no 
part of the writ,’ said Master Benett, and he added, ‘I 
have seen at least fifty bills where copy of the writ for 
service has been allowed, but the allowance was wrong.’ 
Thereupon my charge for copy of writ for service was 
taxed off. On the 21st inst. I had to oppose on the 
taxation of a bill of costs before Master Hodgson 
(Queen’s Bench). On the item of copy writ of sum- 
mons for service being reached I said, ‘I understand 
that in no case should a copy writ for service be 
allowed.’ Master Hodgson said, ‘Have you counted 
the length of a writ ? Every writ is over four folios, 
aud I therefore allow 1s. for copy for service.’ I have 
siace counted the length of the writ, copy for service of 

was disallowed by Master Benett, and I find that 
what Master Hodgson said is strictly accurate. Can 
nothing be done to alter this state of things P” 





A conresronpanr of the Times, a 
pparently a county 
court judge, has propounded a scheme for filling up the 





“surplus time” of county court judges. There are, he 
says, fifty-eight judges ‘‘ with a very large amount of 
unoccupied time—time which many of them would be- 
only too glad to fill up with remunerative work”; they 
“are quite unable to fill up their time,” and if the 
circuits were properly arranged they could “do at the 
least fifty days more work in the year than at pre- 
sent.” The reply to this appeal is obvious. Re- 
arrange the circuits, raise the salaries of the judges, so 
securing a higher standard of ability, and filling the- 
hands of these unfortunate officials, who, perhaps alone im, 
this respect in the official world, are sighing for more 
work. But this is not the answer which “B.” seeks. He 
wants to have an “ intermediate set of judges” appointed, 
neither High Court judges nor county court jadges, 
nor good assize commissioners, but “ supplements” 
to the assize courts; legal gleaners to follow at- 
the heels of the judges and pick up the stray 
cases they leave behind. It may be admitted that,. 
from the point of view of a county court judge, this 
proposal would not be unattractive; but when we come. 
to ask what will be the public. advantage, we meet with : 
difficulties which appear to have escaped the notice of: 
“B.” He assumes that the commercial community- 
are desirous of availing themselves of an extended 
county court jurisdiction. “Rapid local law,” he 
says, “with a ready rightof appeal to first-rate 
appellate courts, is what the commercial public like, 
and what they ought to have, and it is just what’ 
they have got in a county court.” We qvite agree - 
as to the last few words; and now let us see what preof « 
there is of the former part of the sentence. There has. - 
existed for many years a power of trying in the county 
courts cases up to any amount by consent. How many 
cases have been tried? We will take the judicial 
statistics published last year. In the whole of the 
county courts in 1874 there were exactly twenty-two 
plaints above £50 entered by agreement. Again, 
without any consent, the plaintiff may sue in the county 
court up to £50. What is the proportion of plaints 
between £20 and £50? While 849,016 plaints 
were entered for sums under £20, the plaints 
entered for sums over £20 were only 15,202. 
Is it not plain that it is mainly the enactments as to 
costs which lead persons claiming sums over £20 and 
under £50 to sue in the county courts? Again, as to. 
equity matters a practical option is given to parties 
to resort to the cheap and speedy tribunal. What is 
the result? Simply 722 as the total number of the 
suits and proceedings in all the courts. Until “B.” can 
displace these figures he will be unable to prove the 
assertion, as to the desire for an extended county court 
jurisdiction, on which he bases his scheme. 













Tue PacULIAR RIGHTs of lord of the manor and 
copyholder as regards trees and minerals were rather 
cynically described by the Master of the Rolls in 
the recent case of Kardley v. Lord Granville (24 
W. R. 528). As to trees, it has long been settled that 
the property in them is in the lord, but the possession 
is in the tenant. While an exception ef trees in a grant 
or lease enables the grantor or lessor to enter to cat down 
the trees and carry them away, this right is denied to 
the lord. The result is that the lord can sue the copy- 
holder if he cuts down the trees, and the copy- 
holder can sue the lord if Ae cuts them down. Various. 
reasons were assigned for this doctrine at the time it 
became established. Lord Holt seems to have thought 
that the circumstance that “if birds build their nests 
in the trees, the eggs are the tenant's,” showed that the 
latter had the possessory interest in the trees (see 12 Mod. 
380) ; but the real reason evidently lay in the desire of 
the judges to mitigate the hardship to the copyholder of 
the tenure on which he held his lands, “ If the lord has 
a mind to cut trees,” the early judges said, “his business 
is to compound with the tenant”; in other words, the lord 
must pay the tenant for the damage he causes him, and 
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im this way a rough system of compensation was estab- 
lished. The rights of the lord as to minerals were 
placed on a similar footing, at the beginning of the 
present century, by Lord Ellenborough’s judgment in 
Bourne v. Taylor (10 East, 189), which established the 
rule that the lord of a manor has no right, in the ab- 
sence of special custom, to enter upon copyholds 
ander which there are minerals in order to bore for and 
work them, and that the tenant might maintain trespass 
against him for so doing. But the further question 
arose—What is the nature of the lord’s right to the 
mineral strata, supposing he is able to get at them? 
is it a right to a certain space occupied by minerals, 
or is it merely a right to the minerals? Here, again, 
the courts adopted a similar distinction to that 
before applied. In the case of a grant or lease of 
land excepting the minerals the grantor is entitled 
to the space occupied by the minerals after they have 
been removed; but the right of the lord of the 
manor is to the minerals and nothing more (see Lewis v. 
Braithwaite, 2 B. & Ad. 437; Bowser v. McLean, 9 
W. R. 112, 2 De G. F. & J. 415), and after they have 
been removed the space they once occupied belongs to 
the copyholder. In the recent case it was suggested 
that this doctrine had been shaken by the decision of 
the House of Lords in Duke of Hamilton v. Graham 
(L. R. 2 Sc. & D. 166); but, as the Master of the Rolls 
pointed out, that case related to an exception of mines 
im a grant of freeholds, and therefore, of course, fell with- 
in the rule that under such an exception the grantor is 
entitled to the space occupied by the minerals. 








LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
II. 
Tue Treasury SoLiciror. 


€ar.18.—An Act to Incorporate the Solicitor for the 
Affairs of her Majesty's Treasury, and make Further 
Provision respecting the Grant of the Administration 
of the Estates of Deceased Persons forthe Use of her 
Majesty. 
Tue Act of 15 & 16 Vict. c. 3, relating to the grant of 
administration of the estates of intestates dying without 
known relatives to the Solicitor to the Treasury and 
hiis successors, expressly provided that on the death, 
resignation, or removal of the Solicitor the administra- 
tion should devolve upon the succeeding Solicitor by 
virtue of his appointment. The present Act constitutes 
the Treasury Solicitor a corporation sole, with perpetual 
succession, and acapacity to hold real and personal 
property of whatever kind, and “to do all otker acts 
necessary or expedient to be done in the execution of the 
duties of his office’”’; and re-enacts, with reference to the 
eorporation sole, the terms of the Act of 1852, with re- 
ference to the grant of administration to the Treasury 
Selicitor, with the following changes :—The Royal warrant 
may nominate the Treasury Solicitor either in any 
particular case or class of cases or in all cases, or may 
aathorize him to nominate some other person to take out 
administration in any particular case or class of cases 
(section 2). The Assistant Solicitor is empowered to 
do any act which the Treasury Solicitor is required to do 
fur the purposes of an administration, or otherwise in 
the exercise of his duties (section 3). Moneys and 
property received by the Treasury Solicitor under any 
administration or forfeiture, or otherwise by virtue of 
the Royal prerogative, are to be paid, invested, sold, and 
of as may be directed by rules under the Act, 
which are to be laid before Parliament (sect. 4). 
Traves Unions. 
€av. 22.—An Act to amend the Trade Union Act, 1871, 


Txis Act may be described generally as a piece of legis- 
lative patchwork, intended to cover the which have 
been discovered in the Act of 1871; but it commences 





by amending other Acts. The elaborate provisions of 


the Friendly Societies Act, 1875 (section 28), intended . 


to prevent heavy insurance on the lives of children, werg 
therein expressly applied to “all industrial assurangg 
companies assuring the payment of money on the death 
of children under the age of ten years”; but by section 
5 of the Trade Union Act, 1871, it was provided that 
the Friendly Societies Acts, 1855 and 1858, and the Acts 
amending the same, should not apply to any trade union, 
By section 2 of the present Act a trade union is ex. 
pressly brought within section 28 of the Friendly 
Societies Act, 1875. 

Section 7 amends the Life Assurance Companies Act, 
1870, which, as will be remembered, requires, inter alia, 
every company established after the passing of the Act 
to carry on the business of life assurance, to deposit 
with the Accountant-General in Chancery the sum of 
£20,000. By section 2 of that Act societies registered 
under the Friendly Societies Acts were exempted from its 
operation ; the present section extends this exemption to 
trades unions registered under the Act of 1871. 

Section 3 vests the property of a branch, if the rules 
so provide, in the trustees of the trade union instead of 
in the trustees of the branch, as was provided by the Act 
of 1871. Section 4 provides for the transfer of stock on 
the absence, bankruptcy, lunacy, death, &c., of the 
trustee in whose name it is standing. 

Section 5 enables officers and persons who wilfully 
withhold or fraudulently misapply the moneys and effects 
of a trade union to be’ prosecuted, either at the place 
where the registered office of the trade union is situated, 
or at the place where the offence is committed. Section 
6 provides for trades unions carrying on business in 
different parts of the United Kingdom, in which case 
they are to be registered in the country in which their 
registered office is situated. Section 9 provides that 4 
person over sixteen may be a member of a trade union, 
but not a member of the committee of management, or 
a trustee or treasurer; and section 10 re-enacts, with 
reference to trades unions, the provisions of section 15, 
sub-section 3, of the Friendly Societies Act, 1875, 
enabling a member of any society to nominate any 
person to whom any sum not exceeding £50 is to be paid 
by the society after the death of the nominator. 

Sections 11 to 13 relate to changes of name and amalga- 
mation by societies, and sections 14 and 15 to the disso. 
lution of societies, and the last section amends the 
definition of the term “trade union” contained in the 
Act of 1871 by extending it to societies which, if that 
Act had not been passed, would not have been deemed 
unlawful combinations, 


Witp Brrps PresEervaTIoNn. 
Car. 29.—An Act for the Preservation of Wild Foul. 


Tue legislation on this subject has not hitherto been 
very successful. The Act of 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 17), 
for the preservation of sea birds, enabled persons to be 
convicted of the offences of “killing, wounding, or at 
tempting to kill or wound”; but made the penalty not 
exceeding £1 for each bird “ killed, wounded, or taken,’ 
leaving the attempt to kill or wound without any express 
penalty. The Act, moreover, did not extend to young 
birds unable to fly. The general Act of 1872 (35 & 36 
Vict. c. 78) had a very imperfect list of birds in the 
schedule, and the fine and costs were fixed at not exceed- 
ing 5s. The present Act recites that wild fowl are 
inconsiderately slaughtered during the breeding season, 
and owing to their marketable value the protec 
tion afforded by the last-mentioned Act is insuffi- 
cient, and then re-enacts (with the changes to be after- 
wards noticed) the provisions of the Act with reference 
to the kinds of wild fowl specified in section 1. These 
include thirty-five of the seventy-nine kinds en 

in the schedule of the Act of 1872, and only one new 
kind is added, viz., wild goose. By the next section the 
close season for these birds is altered from March lb— 
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1 to February 15—July 10, and power is given 
(section 3) to the Home Office, on the application of 
narter sessions, to extend or vary the close time. The 
ty is raised to not exceeding £1 and costs; but it 
is to be observed that the mistake of the Sea Birds Act 
is deliberately repeated. Section 2 provides that “any 
n who shall in the close season “kill, wound, or 
attempt to kill or wound, or take, any wild fowl, or use 
any boat, gun, &c., for the purpose of killing, wounding, 
or taking any wild fowl,” shall, on conviction of any 
such offence, “pay for every such wild fowl so killed, 
wounded, or taken, or so in his possession,” not exceed- 


" ing £1, but no penalty is affixed to an unsuccessful attempt 


+o kill, or wound, or take. 

By section 4 the penalty on any offender who refuses 
to give his name and place of abode, or gives a wrong 
name, is raised to not exceeding £2 and costs; and by 
section 5 one-half of the penalty is to go to the informer, 
and the other to the county rate. 

Sections 6 and 7 relate to the places at which offences 
under the Act may be tried, and correspond to sections 
4A.and 5 of the Act of 1872. 


Serriep Estates. 
Car. 30.—An Act to amend the Settled Estates Act 
of 1856. 
Ay explanation of the provisions of this Act will be found 
ante, p. T79. 


== 4 





AN ENGLISH EVIDENCE CODE. 
Vv. 


Tue last head of chapter 3 of Mr. Stephen’s book 
(articles 39—47) relates to judgments. What, then, is 
a judgment? It is “any final judgment, order, or 
decree of any court” (article 39). But still we must ask, 
What is a “judgment, order, or decree’? It is the 
authoritative statement by a competent tribunal that a 
right or a liability does or does not, or shall or shall not, 
exist or cease to exist, or a direction by such a tribunal 
that certain things shall or shall not be done. The 
competency to make or give such an authoritative state- 
ment or direction depends upon various elements of time, 
place, and subject-matter; and the person giving or 
making it would be incompetent, if called as a witness, 
to make or give any such statement or direction. He 
would not even be more competent than any other per- 
son tosay that he had made or given it. Nay, the 
judgment having been duly recorded, neither he nor 
sy one else would be competent to prove it; the 
record would speek for itself. How, then, canit be said 
that the rule which requires to be modified by an ex- 
ception in favour of judgments is a rule excluding 
statements made by a person not called as a witness? It 
is true that special rules belong to judgments, but these 
relate to quite different matters, namely, to the cases in 
which they are relevant to the issue, and to the degree 
f proof which they afford when they are given in 
evidence. And, in fact, itis to these two matters that 
the articles in question are plainly directed; they de- 
termine between what parties and in respect of what 
facts judgments may be given in evidence, and to what 
extent, when so given in evidence, they are “ conclusive 
proof,” a term which, occurring here for the first time, of 
itself indicates a transition from the matter of the pre- 
Vious articles, They surely, therefore, belong, not to 
this chapter, but to the chapter on relevancy; and this 
suggests an observation on the use of the term “ rele- 
vant” which, however, we postpone till we have con- 
sluded our examination of part I. of the Digest. 

What we have said applies to all the articles as to judg- 
ments ; but with respect to article 40 we must also observe 
that it seems odd to say that judgments are “ conclu- 
sive proof as against all the world of the existence 
of the state of things which they actually effect.” 

) then, can a thing be otherwise than conclusive proof 





of that which it actually effects? To prove, not merely 
a possible cause, not merely a probable cause, but an 
actual cause, is surely to prove by the most conclusive 
demonstration its actual effect, and that in so palpable a 
way as to require no special rule to direct attention to 
it? But, meanwhile, the rule gives no assistance towards 
the solution of the real point of difficulty, What does a 
judgment actually effect? Does it effect a title or a 
discharge good as between the parties only, or a title or 
discharge good as against all the world? Perhaps Mr. 
Stephen would say that this matter belongs to the law 
on judgments, just as the effect of a conveyance would 
belong to the law on conveyances, and would be out of 
place under the law of evidence. If this were the view 
acted on we should not quarrel with it; but we cannot 
help surmising that Mr. Stephen thinks that he has fur- 
nished here a test for discriminating between the effect 
of different kinds of judgments. When, however, the 

terms used are considered, it is plain that nothing of the 
kind is really done ; and we should hardly venture on the 
surmise but for the difficulty of finding any other motive 

for the rule laid down. 

It is as little to the purpose to say, as the conclud- 
ing part of article 40 does, that judgments “ are relevant 
when their existence, or the existence of the state of 
things so effected, is in issue or relevant to the issue.” 
When will a thing be relevant but its existence irrele- 
vant, or irrelevant but its existence relevant? Thestate- 
ment suggests a puzzle worthy of a schoolman, and 
reminds us of the monk whose head would go through a 
hole, though the bigness of his head would not go 
through the hole. And again, who could doubt, even 
without article 9, whether an actual cause is or is not 
relevant as proof of its actual effect? The superfluity, 
therefore, of article 40 comes very near to a matter of 
demonstration. 

With respect to the remaining articles they seem to 
us obscure and faulty in arrangement. Article 41 
should surely have been immediately followed by article 
43, which, like it, relates to parties and privies only ? 
Further, article 43, which includes cases covered by article 
41, appears, by omitting it, to contradict the limitation in 
that article which excludes the relevancy of a judgment 
between the same parties, where evidence was admitted 
in the first action which is inadmissible in the second. 
Articles 42 and 44, which include strangers, similarly 
seem to belong to one another. As to article 45, it is 
to be observed that it lays down that,in an action 
against a person for anything done by him in a judicial 
capacity, the judgment is “ conclusive proof of the facts 
stated therein, whether they are or are not necessary to 
give the defendant jurisdiction.” This proposition 
seems too broadly stated; the facts as to which a judg- 
ment is in such cases conclusive are facts which the 
judge had necessarily to decide. Again, by the final 
clause of article 46, it would appear that a doubt is 
raised whether a party to a judgment can show fraud in 
obtaining it unless it was his own fraud ; this, of course, 
is not what is meant, and in recording the doubt which 
is intended to be referred to, Mr. Stephen seems to 
have overlooked the recent case of Ochsendein v. Papelier 
(L. R. 8 Ch. 695). 

This 46th article carries us back also to the definition 
clause, where “ conclusive proof” is defined. We should 
have thought it needed no definition. But whether de- 
fined or not, it would surely be proper that, where a pro- 
vision purports to make any piece of evidence “con- 
clusive proof,” which in fact under some circumstances 
is not so, the rule should at least refer to the existence 
of the limitations ? As these articles stand there is an 
apparent contradiction; because several of them de- 
scribe a judgment as conclusive proof without reference 
to any limitation, and the limitations are afterwards 
contained in article 46. 

The remaining chapters of part I. are (chapter 5) on 
evidence of opinion, and (chapter 6) on evidence of 
character. The first of these, which is headed, “ Opinions, 
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when relevant and when not,” after excluding in 
general evidence of the opinion of a witness that any 
fact “does or does not exist”’ (article 48), admits it on 
points of science and art (articles 49, 50), as to hand- 
writing (articles 51, 52), and as to marriage (article 53); 
admitting also, ‘‘whenever the opinion of any living 
person is relevant, the grounds on which such opinion is 
based.’”’ Now when these heads are considered, it will 
perhaps occur to some others, as if occurs to us, that 
they occupy a position in the law of evidence very 
similar to that occupied by several of the matters con- 
tained in chapters 2 and 3 onrelevancy. Thus, evidence 
by reputation of marriage is in its nature very similar to 
evidence of title (article 5), of custom (article 6), and of 
the tenure of a public office (article 13) ; the real nature 
of the evidence being that conduct implying the 
existence of a marriage was followed under circumstances 
and amongst persons where and by whom the existence 
of that relation, if it did not in fact exist, would probably 
havebeenchallenged. Itisnot properly evidence of opinion, 
but evidence of conduct. Again, the evidence of opinion 
on points of science and art (and especially evidence as to 
handwriting, which is expressly included in the same class 
—see article 49) closely resembles evidence of the course 
of business (article 13), being evidence that the fact in 
question resembles other facts of a class with which the 
witness is peculiarly acquainted, and is therefore prob- 
ably included in that class. And, certainly, as much at 
least as this may be said, that if the matter of this 
chapter were placed in company with the matter of 
chapters 2 and 3, readers would not be so struck with 
any incongruity as they are likely to be with the incon- 
gruity of, and the want of any reason for, its present 
position. 

The same observation occurs with respect to chapter 
6, which is headed “‘ Character, when relevant or not.” 
The matter of this chapter (which, as might be sup- 
posed, almost entirely relates to evidence of character in 
criminal cases, article 56) is closely related to the matter 
of article 11 (see especially that part of it which incor- 
porates the provisions of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 112, s. 19, as 
to evidence of possession of other stolen property on the 
trial of a charge for receiving), and of article 12, as to 
“ facts showing system.” In each case the evidence is 
proffered for the purpose of showing it to be likely or 
unlikely, from similar events, that the act in question 
was done by the person charged; the difference being 
that, in the one case, particular facts are relied on, in the 
other, reputation founded on a course of conduct. The 
matter of this chapter would, therefore, also seem to find 
its proper place in company with the earlier topics; and it 
seems to us certain that the work would greatly gain in 
clearness and simplicity if (as we pointed out on an earlier 
occasion), articles 9 and 10 being altered and transposed 
in the way already suggested, the division between 
chapters 2 and 3 were abolished, and chapters 5 and 6, 
together with so much of chapter 4 as relates to judg- 
ments, were also fused with them. 

This would leave the bulk of the matter contained 
in the chapter on hearsay evidence to fall into a 
separate division; a course which seems to us indi- 
cated as the right one by a marked distinction 
separating that kind of evidence from the matters 
which would thus be classed together. But this dis- 
tinction requires some further comment, more par- 
ticularly as the mode of treating hearsay evidence fol- 
lowed by Mr. Stephen is evidently one deliberately 
adopted by him. Mr. Stephen regards a statement as 
@ fact, which it unquestionably is. But it is a fact of a 

very peculiar kind, being itself a statement of a fact. 
Mr. Stephen, however, ignores this peculiar quality, and 
seems to reason thus: A statement being a fact, it is 
either a relevant or an irrelevant fact, for every fact 
must be either relevant or irrelevant; therefore, state- 
ments fall under the rules as to relevancy of evidence. 
But what is the meaning of “relevant”? In the Indian 
Code it is treated as simply equivalent to admissible in 





——_—_., 


evidence. But that this cannot be the meaning here jg, 


shown, amongst other things, by article 9. Nor isiteon, * 


sistent with the fact that under part IT., which relates ty 

“Proof,” as distinguished from relevancy, we find rules 

as to the admissibility of documents, and documentg 

are at once “facts” and “evidence.” Relevant must. 
mean, as it is commonly understood to mean, having 4 

bearing on, as tending to prove or disprove the matter, in 

question. Now, Mr. Stephen would say, if statements 

made by persons not called as witnesses did tend to. 
prove the matters in question, why should they be ex. 
cluded? The object of rules as to admissibility of eyi. 

dence is to settle and classify what facts really do and 

what do not tend to prove, to admit those which do and 
to exclude those which do not; itis only common logic to 
say that whatever tends to prove ought to be admitted;’ 
it is, then because such statements do not really tend to 
prove that they are rejected; in other words, they are 

rejected because they are irrelevant. 

But this is not the whole case. Statements, though 
facts, are, as we have already pointed out, facts 
of a peculiar kind, being statements cf facts, the 
relevancy of the facts stated by them being tested 
by the same rules as govern facts stated by wit. 
nesses, and the statements themselves standing, 
when admitted, on the same line with statements 
by witnesses. It only conceals their peculiar character 
to class them indiscriminately with other facts; it does. 
not change it. These statements, then, being statements. 
which, if the persons making them were called as wituesses, 
would be perfectly relevant, are excluded because they 
are wanting in the sanction and the tests which 
would apply to tlem if they were so made, and are 
admitted only when, in respect of the persons making 
them, or the circumstances under which _ they 
are made, there is some security for their accuracy which 
countervails the absence of those safeguards. The 
doubt and suspicion which attends them is a doubt and 
suspicion attaching to their accuracy; and this reason 
forms a wholly distinct ground for their rejection from 
that which excludes other evidence. It seems to us be- 
yond dispute that this is the real ground of their rejec- 
tion ; it is the ground on which it is universally put; 
and, if so, it is only by an arbitrary use of the word 
‘relevant ” that the rules relating to relevancy can be 
brought within the same class as rules which determine 
what classes of fact tend to prove the matter in question, 
In other words, the rule of exclusion is a different rule, 
being founded on a different reason, and the exceptions 
to it being founded on reasons which stand related to 
the reason of that rule, and not to the reason of the 
rules of relevancy. 


Now, in practice and the common use of language, 
this distinction between relevancy and admissibility is 
observed. The latter word is larger than the former, 
and what is not relevant is described also as inadmissible; 
but what is excluded on the ground of a doubt and 
suspicion attaching to its accuracy is described, not a8 
irrelevant, but as inadmissible. The common use of 
language is more often correct than Mr. Stephen is willing 
to suppose, and in this instance in running counter @ 
the common use of language, Mr. Stephen appears to U8 
to have confounded things essentially different, and 
have introduced a confusion which is plainly visible 
in his own pages. For, if part I. is examined, We 
believe it will be found that, with the exception of 
that part of article 4 which relates to statements 


by conspirators, and article 28, which clearly belong # | 


the head of admissions, and except the part relating @ 
hearsay evidence other than evidence of judgments, the 
matter included in that part belongs properly 

relevancy, and the admissibility or non-admissibility of 
the matter specified is determined by reasons of relevancy; 
while the matter comprised under the head of hearsay 
(except that relating to judgments) does not belong to 
levancy properly understood, but the admissibility 
non-admissibility of the matter specified relates to, 
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determined b f W 
y, reasons of accuracy. . We submit, 
2 that the distribution of matter is in this 
erroneous and misleading, and that it should be 
so as to bring it into conformity with the reason 

of the thing and the ordinary use of language. 

It might seem from this to follow that, since the ex- 
dusion in general, and the admission by way of excep- 
tion, of secondary evidence of the contents of documents, 
is determined by a similar consideration, that of accuracy, 
these matters ought to be classed together. But this in 
no way follows; and it is not necessary, in order to give 
soope to what has been said, to disturb to this extent Mr. 
Stephen’s arrangement. It must be borne in mind that 

II, which deals with the whole question of document- 
ary evidence, relates to “ what sort of evidence must be 
en of a fact which may be proved.” In other 
words, the question to be answered here is, What 
sort of statements of witnesses, or what sort of 
documents, are alone capable of proving such 
facts? Accordingly, article 62 lays down the rule 
that as to oral evidence it must be ‘‘ direct,” that 
is, as the article further explains, it must be statements 
of what the witness has himself perceived by his senses, 
or, where opinion is admissible, of an opinion which he 
has himself formed. And other articles lay down rules 
as to how documents and their contents may be proved. 
Now, this grouping of rules as to oral and documentary 
evidence is perfectly consistent with the exclusion from 
this part of the matter relating to hearsay evidence; for 
in giving hearsay evidence the witness is still governed 
by the rule that he can only state what he has 
himself heard or seen; and again, the method 
of bringing before the court secondary evidence of 
documents is quite distinct from the question, 
What documents may be brought before the court? 
In other words, the question to be answered by the 
first part is, What facts may be brought before the court 
by evidence? The question to be answered by the 
second part is, By what evidence must those facts be 
brought before the court? Again, the first part deals 
with that part of evidence or proof, taken in the wider 
sense, which lies behind the first line; the second part, 
with that part which occupies exclusively the first line, 
that is, with what is directly presented to the sight and 
hearing of the court. A similar consideration may, in 
each part, govern the distribution of matter without 
forming any reason for altering the relation of the 
parts inter se. 

We do not, therefore, object. in this respect to the 
construction of part II.; our objection is to the dis- 
tribution of the matter in part I. We submit that it 
would be better to sacrifice the captivating, but mislead- 
ing, title of that part in favour of some more general 
heading, such as, “Facts of which Evidence may be 
given,” and to sub-divide into two groups, one treating 
of “relevant facts,” and the other treating of “ state- 
ments of relevant facts made by persons not called as 
witnesses.” Into this latter group, however, we cannot 
think that evidence on affidavit, deposition, or com- 
mission should be admitted. For we submit that this 
evidence clearly stands on the same line with statements 
of witnesses and documents, and that the conditions of 
its admissibility should be treated of under the rules 
Tegulating those matters in part II, In this way the 
first part would be deprived of that puzzling, artificial, 
and arbitrary character which it at present wears; and 
the second part would be supplemented by matter the 
absence of which cannot but strike the reader with 
surprise, 





The town clerkship of the borough of Margate has 

@ vacant by the resignation (on account of ill health) 

of Mr. William’ Brooke, solicitor, who had held the office 
Since 1860, 

Mr, William Watson, the new Lord Advocate of Scotland, 

be the Conservative candidate for the Universities of 

Glasgow and of Aberdeen, in the place of Mr, E, 8. Gordon. 





Recent Becisians. 


POWERS OF LIQUIDATOR. 

(Re Metropolitan Bank and Jones, M.R., 24 W. R. 815.) 

A curious question arose in this case, upon which the - 
learned Master of the Rolls, following his invariable rule - 
of holding by the letter of statutes, adopted a. rather 
narrow construction. Section 133, sub-section 6, of the 
Companies Act, 1862, provides that, “when several liquida- 
tors are appointed, every power hereby given may be exer- 
cised by such one or more of them as may be determined 
at the time of their appointment, or in defauli of such. 
determination, by any number not less than two.” Sub- 
section 7 of the same section confers upon voluntary 
liquidators the same powers as are given in the Act to 
the official liquidator, who, among other powers (section 
95), has power to sell the property of the company, with 
power “to transfer the whole thereof to any person or 
company,” and to execute, in the name and on behalf of" 
the company, all deeds, &c., “and for that purpose to. 
use, when necessary, the company’s seal.” On the- 
winding up of a company who were mortgagees of a 
leasehold estate, two liquidators were appointed, no 
provision being made that it should be competent for one 
liquidator to act alone. The two liquidators agreed to 
an arrangement under which all the assets of the com- 
pany in liquidation, including the mortgage, became the 
property of a new company, but no transfer was exe- 
cuted; the new company, however, took an assignment 
of the equity of redemption from the mortgagor, and 
subsequently agreed to sell the leaseholds to a pur- 
chaser, who raised the objection that, sinte the agree- 
ment for transfer to the new company, one of the liquida- - 
tors had died, and that the surviving liquidator could 
not assign the legal estate in the property. The 
Master of the Rolls held that the authority to use the 
seal of the company could only be exercised by not less 
than two liquidators, and therefore the assignment 
could not be made without another liquidator being ap- 
pointed. It was urged that the act for the doing of 
which it was thus held that the concurrence of two 
liquidators was needed, was a mere formality conse- 
quent on a course of action (the transfer of the assets 
of the company in liquidation to the new company) upon 
which two of the liquidators had exercised their discretion, 
and there are dicta (not noticed in the report of the case) 
which favour the view that for such an act the concurrence 
of both liquidators is not necessary. In Ez parte 
Birmingham Banking Company (16 W. R. 1003, L. R. 
3 Ch. 651) Lord Justice Wood said, with reference to 
section 133, sub-section 6, as regards the acceptance of 
bills by liquidators, that he was not at all inclined to 
dispute the proposition that the authority of the two 
liquidators does not necessarily mean that you should 
find the names of the two liquidators on the face of 
the paper which forms the bill; what was required was the 
judgment of at least two liquidators upon the partica- 
lar bill which they authorized to be signed. And in Ex 
parte Agra and Masterman’s Bank (19 W. R. 486, L. R. 
6 Ch. 206) Lord Justice Mellish said that, though 
liquidators could not delegate their discretion, yet, if 
they determined that certain specific bills should be 
accepted, they might delegate to one of their number the 
power of actually signing his name for them. If these 
dicta of two eminent judges are right, it would hot seem 
to be a long step in advance to hold that, after the two 
liquidators had exercised their discretion upon the ques- 


‘tion of the transfer of the mortgage to the new company, 


one of them could perform the formal act of affixing 
the seal of the company to the assignment to the pur- 
chaser from the new company. 





The office of coroner for the county of Anglesea has. 
become vacant by the death of Mr. William Jones, who had. 
held the office for forty years. 
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The Wacation Sittings. 


CHANCERY DIVISION.* 
(Before HuppLEstoN, B.) 
Sept. 5.—Griffiths v. Jones. [V.C.M.] 
Breach of order—Commitment for contempt—Personal service. 

In this action an interim order had been made to restrain 
the defendant from proceeding with certain buildings 
which the plaintiff alleged would interfere with his ancient 
lights. It appeared that the order had not been served on 
the defendant personally, but a copy had been served on 
his wife on the 23rd of August, and a copy had been read 
to the workmen engaged on the building on the 26th of 
August. On the 29th of August, a motion for an injunc- 
tion stood over on the defendant by his counsel giving an 
undertaking. On the 30th of August he was served with 
notice of the present motion, and on the 2nd of September 
he was still going on with his building. 

A. G. Marten, Q.C. (C. Mitchell with him), for the plain- 
tiff, now moved to commit the defendant for contempt. 
In some cases the preserce of the party in court when the 
order was made had been held sufficient notice: Daniell’s 
Chancery Practice, 5th ed. p. 1534. The usual course was 
merely to give notice when the order could not be drawn 
up immediately. 

Nugent (W. Pearson, Q.C., with him), submitted that a 
man could not be committed for contempt unless he had 
been personally served, or substituted service had been 
authorized by the court. He ought to be served with a 
eopy of the order, the original being shown to him at the 
same time: Daniell’s Chancery Practice, 5th ed. p. 1526. 

Fiexp, J., declined to commit the defendant without 
further evidence as to personal service, which was not 
forthcoming. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Sharpe & Ullathorne. 

Solicitor for the defeudant, Z. Brooke. 


Sept. 26.—Cox v. Stafford Skating Rink Company 
(Limited). [V.C.H.] 

Interlocutory injunction granted to restrain brass band from 
playing inside a skating rink so as to be a nuisance to inmates 
ef a house 120 feet from the band. Conflicting evidence not sent 
% jury. 

This action came on on motion for an injunction to restrain 
the defendants from causing or permitting any . brass 
6 other instruments to be played, or roller skates to be 
used, or an assemblage of persons to be collected in or about 
their skating rink in Newport-road, Stafford, or from 
otherwise using such rink so as to interfere with the com- 
fortable use and enjoyment of the plaintiff’s house, or so as 
to occasion any nuisance, damage, annoyance, or disturbance 
4o the plaintiff and his family. 

It appeared from the evidence that the plaintiff's house 
was only thirty feet from the nearest part of the rink, and 
about 120 feet from the corner in which the band played. 
The rink (which was 165 feet long and 56 feet broad) was 
opened on the 5th of July, and advertisements were issued 
stating that a militia band was engaged for that day. 
Afterwards a quadrille band performed there, but on the 
Sth of August it was replaced by a brass band of eight 
performers, which played every Wednesday and Saturday 
from half-past two to five p.m., and every day except 
Sunday from seven to ten p.m. ‘I'wenty-one affidavits had 
been filed on behalf of the plaintiff, from some of which it 
appeared that the noise from the rink could be heard 
above the conversation of persons in the plaintiff’s house, 
and that the noise of the band was quite audible in a house 
176 yards away, and that there was a constant crowd outside 
the rink. On the other hand, the defendants filed ten 
affidavits by some of the surrounding residents who testified 
that the noise was no nuisance to them, that the rink was 
admirably conducted, and that if it were closed the 
imbabitants would be seriously disappointed. 

W. Pears, Q.C., and W. Barber, for the plaintiff, after 
commenting on the evidence, and drawing attention to the 
fact that many of the defendants’ witnesses- were more or 
less interested, submitted that aclear case for an inter- 





* Reported by H. Greznwoon, Esgq., barrister-at-law, 





locutory injunction had been made out. The defendants’ 
case was (1) that the nuisance was not serious enongh to 
entitle the plaintiff to such an injunction, and (2) that he 
was barred by delay and acquiescence. But there wag 
quite as strong evidence of nuisance as in the recent cagg 
of Barham vy. Hodges (unreported, July 22, 1876), where 
Hall, V.C., granted an injunction to restrain a nuisance 
caused by a bowling alley. It was a significant faot 
that the defendants had not asked that their witnesses 
might have access to the plaintiff’s house so that they 
might hear the noise there for themselves before giving 
evidence. As to delay, if a plaintiff came too soon he wag 
told, ** Non constat that it will be a nuisance.” If he 
waited till there was a real nuisance, he was said 
to be barred by delay. There was no better settled 
principle taan that the doctrine of acquiescence conld 
not be applied until there had actually been an inj 

in which the plaintiff could acquiesce. The mere building 
of the rink was no nuisance, and there was no necessity 
for it to be conducted ina noisy manner. The nuisange 
could not be put farther back than the 5th of August, 
and the plaintiff served a notice on the company on the 
22nd of August, and served them with his writ on the 31st. 
In fact he acted just as a reasonable man would be ex. 
pected to act, and waa quite in time to assert his rights, 
They cited Ball v. Ray, 21 W. R. 282, L. R. 8 Ch. 467. 

Miller, Q.C., and Millar, for the defendants, called atten- 
tion to the mode of deciding questions of fact in equity 
before Cairns’ Act and Rolt’s Act, and the provisions of 
those statutes, and submitted that there was sucha 
conflict of evidence that the question of nuisance 
ought to be tried by a jury. There was a dit 
tinction between cases of irreparable injury and 
cases of mere annoyance. Cases of the latter class might 
well be submitted toa jury. They denied that the defend. 
ants’ witnesses were interested, and contended that the 
balance of convenience was in their favour. There was & 
considerable difference of opinion whether the noise at a 
distance of 120 feet was such as to be a nuisance to an 
ordinary man neither specially refined nor specially 
the contrary, The distance must be taken into account; 
and the fact of the plaintiff being annoyed would only be 
evidence that he was a person of a peculiarly sensitive dis- 

osition, and not that the noise was an actual nuisance 
The court would not interfere on behalf of a peculiarly 
sensitive person, 

Hvcppteston, B., refused to send the question of nuisance 
to be tried by a jury, and granted an injunction in terms of 
the notice of motion so far as the brass band was concerned, 
but declined to extend it to the roller-skates and the crowd 
outside the rink. ; 

Solicitor for the plaintiff, Zyrrell. 

Solicitors for the defendants, Thomas White § Sons. 








Appointnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Cuartes Hamicton Bromsy, barrister, has been 
appointed Attorney-General for the Colony of Tasmania. 
Mr. Bromby is the son of the Right Rev. Charles Henry 


Bromby, D.D., Bishop of Tasmania. He was educated at 
New Inn Hall, Oxford, and was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1867, and he practised for 
some time on the Midland Circuit. 


The Hon. Tuomas Francis FREMANTLE, barrister, who 
has been elected M.P. for Buckinghamshire in the Con- 
servative interest, in succession to the Earl of Beaconsfield, 
is the eldest son of the Right Hon. Lord Cottesloe. He was 
born in 1830, and was educated at Eton, and he was formerly 
scholar of Balliol College, Oxford. He obtained the 
Hertford University Scholarship in 1849, and graduated 
first cluss in classics in 1852. Mr. Fremantle was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1855, and 
formerly practised as anequity draftsman and conveyancer, 
being also a member of the Norfolk Circuit. He is 
magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for Buckinghamshire, 
he was an unsuccessful candidate for the city of Bristol ia 
1865, +f 


Mr. George Foorp Keucey, solicitor, of Margate, has 
been elected Town Clerk of that barenae in place of his 
partner, Mr. William Brooke, who has resigaed. 
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Geneval Caurresponvence. 


#,* To CoRRESPONDENTS—A QuERY.—With reference to 
the question of “ Subscriber” in oar last, a correspondent 

inte out that the case to which he asks a reference is 
St. Mary's, Newington, v. Jacobs (20 W. R. 249). Our 
correspondent believes there had been a somewhat 
similar case at Kensington, where an opening was made 
for a riding school or stables, but he thinks the case was 
not taken to the superior court, and that it was not a case 
of ancient footpath. 


A Soticrror.—Next week. 





Sucteties. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting held on Tuesday last, William Johnson, 
Esq., in the chair, the following moot point was dis- 
cussed :—‘‘ That the laws respecting married women and 
femes sole in relation to real and personal property should 
be assimilated.” Mr. T. A. Garland opened the debate in 
the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. Withers, 
Goodman, and Cresswell. Mr. Tyler replied in the negative, 
and was followed by Messrs. Cross, Cockrane, Edwards, 
and Shore. The voting was in favour of the negative. A 
vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 

Ata meeting held on September 12, Herbert W. Stan- 
bury, Esq., in the chair, the following moot point was 
discussed :—‘‘ Can a mortgagee, after exercising his power of 
sale, sue on the mortgagor’s covenant for payment.” Mr. 
Cresswell opened the debate in the affirmative, and was sup- 

rted by Messrs. Chatwin and Collins. Mr. Tyler replied 
in the negative, and was followed by Messrs, G. F. Hayes 
and Cockrane. The voting was in favour of the negative. 
A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 








Obituarp. 
MR. RICHARD BOWERMAN. 


Mr. Richard Bowerman, solicitor, died at his residence, 
Jambscroft, Uffculme, near Collumpton, on the 20th 
inst, in his sixty-fifth year, after a lingering illness. 
Mr. Bowerman was born in 1811, and was admitted 
a solicitor in 1840, and he had ever since practised at 


Uffeulme. He was for several years in partnership 
with Mr. Joseph Ware, but for some time he had been 
the only solicitur practising at Uffeulme. He had a very 
good private business, and was a commissioner for affidavits 
and a perpetual commissioner for Devonshire, and he also 
for several years discharged the duties of treasurer to the 
trustees of the Honiton Turnpike Trust. 


— 


MR. WILLIAM JONES. 


Mr. William Jones, solicitor, died recently at his residence 
at Menai Bridge, Carnarvonshire, after a long illness. Mr. 
Jones was admitted a solicitor in 1834, and had since 
carriedon a very large private practice, having offices at 
Holyhead, Bangor, Menai Bridge, and Bethesda. In 1836 
he was elected coroner for the county of Anglesea, and had 
ever since discharged the duties of that office. He was very 
suecessful in the discharge of his official duties, being very 
painstaking and patient. 


MR. THOMAS CARR LIETCH. 

Mr. Thomas Carr Lietch, solicitor and notary (the head 
of the firm of Lietch, Dodd, & Bramwell), died at Hylton 
Lodge, North Shields, on the 24th inst., at the age of 
sixty, after an illness of several months, Mr. Lietch was 
born at North Shields in 1816, and was admitted a 
Solicitor in 1840, and he had practised in that town 
for over thirty years. Hg was for some time in partner- 
ship with the late Mr. George Kewney, but more 
Tecently he was associated with Mr. James Philip Dodd 
tad Mr. Thomas Young Bramwell, the practice of the firm 





being very extensive. Mr. Lietch was formerly clerk to the 
North Shields Improvement Commissioners, and on the 
incorporation of the borough he was selected as the first 
town clerk, which office he held till about three years ago, 
when he resigned on account of ill-health. He was also 
for some time clerk to the North Shields Local Board of 
Health and Burial Board, and to the Tyne Pilotage Com- 
missioners, and seeretary to the Local Marine Board for the 
port of Shields. Mr. Lietch took a warm interest in the 
commercial welfare of his native town, and his exertions 
contributed to two very important local undertakings, 
namely, the creation of the River Tyne Commission, and 
the establishment of an independent Custom House at 
North Shields. On his resignation of the town clerkship, 
his portrait was painted by subscription and placed in the 
Town Hall. Mr. Lietch had for nearly a year been 
prevented by illness from attending to business. He leaves 
a widow, but no family. 





Leqal Pews. 


At the recent meeting of the Trades Union Congress on 
the 22nd ult. it was resolved “ That it be an instruction to 
the next Parliamentary Committee to examine and inquire 
into the working of the 55th rule issued by the Lord Chan- 
cellor for the carrying out of the Employers and Workmen 
Act, 1875, making it unnecessary for the defendant in any 
action under the Act to give notice of any set-off against 
the plaintiff's claim, and to take such action as may be 
found necessary thereon.” Mr. Birtwhistle, in moving the 
resolution, said the chief objection was not so much 
against the Act as against the rules which regulated the 
carrying out of the Act. The Act allowed that when a 
plaintiff brought @ case into court the defendant might 
make a set-off claim without giving any notice to the 
plaintiff of the nature of the set-off, and the judge was 
compelled to decide at once without giving the plain- 
tiff a chance of rebutting the set-off. He did not wholly 
condemn the rule, because it cut both for the employer and 
the workman ; but he believed it would act more against 
the latter than the former. There was no doubt, however, 
that reasonable notice should always be given on both 
sides, and it was for that reason he moved the resolution. 


Qn Tuesday, says the Times, there was more 
than the customary display of excitement at the 
Judges’ Chambers in Serjeants’-inn. Mr. Baron Huddles- 
ton was the judge, and Master Kaye took the busi- 
ness of the three divisions of the High Court. Two police- 
men were outside the chambers of the Common Pleas, where 
the learned judge heard the summonses, in order to keep 
something tike order. There were numerous judgment 
debtor’s summonses as well as other summonses, which 
occupied the whole day. The master sat at the Exchequer 
Chambers, and the place was crowded with solicitors’ clerks 
shouting out the names of their opponents, and producing a 
scene seldom witnessed even at judges’ chambers. In the 
Chancery Division the scene was very different. Mr. 
Walker, the chief clerk at Vice-Chancellor Malins’ cham- 
bers, had more than 100 summonses appointed at different 
times, and no confusion appeared. There seems, notwith- 
standing the fusion of law and equity, a different class of 
persons attending the chambers ot common law and chan- 
cery ; itis at the latter that order and at the former that 
disorder prevails. The only remedy for the present condi- 
tion would be the attendance of two judges and two masters 
three times instead of only twice a week; the remedy could 
be easily supplied during the present long vacation. 








“Zaw Students’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Fina Examination. 
June, 1876, 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examiners re- 
commended the following gentlemen, under the age of 
twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary distinction:— 
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Thomas Bateman Napier, who served his clerkship to Money MArRKBT AND CITY INTELLIGENCE, 
Messrs. Charnley, Son, & Finch, of Preston. The Bank rate still remains at 2 per cent. The i 
Thomas Samuel Verity, who served his clerkship to Messrs. | tion of reserve to liabilities shows a slight reduction thig 

Taylor, Simpson, & Taylor, of Derby, and Messrs. Rickards | week, being now 62} percent. The markets generally 

& Walker, of London. have been strong, but to-day show a relapse, making priog, 
William Simpson Hannam, who served his clerkship to | much the same as last week. Consols are weaker, ang 

Messrs. Middleton & Sons, of Leeds, and Messrs. Torr, | close at 96 for money and account. 

Janeway, Tagart, & Co., of London. 
John Middleton, who served his clerkship to Mr. William — 

T. Jones, of Chesterfield, and Messrs. Stevens & Co., of DEATH. 


London. LreTcH—Sept. 24, at Hylton Lodge, North Shields, ‘Thoms 
Charles Francis Martelli, who served his clerkship to Mr. | Carr Lietch, solicitor, late Town Clerk of Tynemouth 
Thomas Hanworth Rackham, of Norwich. : : yoomouth, aged @, 
The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
accordingly awarded the following prizes of books:— LONDON GAZETTES. 
To Mr. Napier, the prize of the Honourable Society of ae 
Clifford’s-inn. Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
To Mr. Verity, the prize of the Honourable Society of eee See 
New-inn. Askam Bonded Store © , Limited.—B rd 
To Mr. Hannam, Mr. Middleton, and Mr. Martelli, prizes Huddleston, B., dated Septeaber 12, it was ordered that prey on 
of the Incorporated Luw Society. company be wound up. Robins and Peters, Guildhall champers, By. 
The examiners have also certified that the following von veda agents for Park, Barrow-in-Furaess, solicitor for thy 
candidates, under the age of twenty-six, whose names are | British and Colonial Trust Corporation, Limited.—Petition for Windtag 
placed in alphabetical order, passed examinations which | 4p directed to be heard befors the judge at the court ef V.C. Malins 
entitle them to commendation:— . : 4 eum Sey and Co, Bishopsgate st within, solicitors for th 
Robert Montague Brown, who served his clerkship to Toxspay, Sept. 26, 1876. 
Messrs. Mullings, Elliett, & Co., ef Cirencester, and Messrs. pg ey pene Etnies Penden Pg ey UR pre. 
sen » direc to ear efore V.C. b 
Boh hoeggenst ssvesd Ske siuchulilp to Messrs. Dibb & Muagrave, Albert buildings, Queen Victoria st, 80 lieitor ir the poe 
, ad oners. 
Raley, of Barnsley. County Pavatine or Lancaster. 
; 2 is cl i , | United Land and Building Compa Limited.—Petition for winding 
Pann yA ne Behoe “hoagie er ~ re up, presented Sept 14, directed 4 "be heard before the V0. atte 
’ ‘ ? P. . 7 office of the District Registrar, Municipal buildings, Dale st, Liver. 
— rete eo ———_ ot a to pool, on Tuesday, Oct 3, at 11.30, Williams, Liverpool, solicitor for 
essrs. Richardson, I. 0. Jones, son, of Liverpool. petitioner. 
Arthur Onslow Julius, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Friendly Societies Dissolved. 


. Fripar, Sept. 22, 1876, 
Penn Rooke, & Daw, of London, and Mr. John Rae, of —_ Friendly Society, Green Man Inn, Fownhope, Herefor, 
° t 


‘ . pt 25. 

Richard Lucas, who served his clerkship to Mr. Edward | Itchen Union Benefit Society, George Inn, Itchen Ferry, Hants. Sept 
Arnold, of Chichester. 18 

John Marriott, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Greditore aa - & ° Viet. eap. 55. 
Marriott & Woodall, of Manchester. m.... buy AA 12, 1876. 

William Hamilton Maynard, who served his clerkship to | Andrews, Mary, Medstead, Hants. Oct (0. Trimmer, Alton 
Messrs. Cattley & Fryer, of Preston. —, coy Runley bridge, nr Settle, York, Yeoman, Oct li, 

Henry Edward Moody, who served his clerkship to Mr. | piosrs Senjamin, K Woreest t. Oct le. Weientale 
Frederick Salt, of Tunstall, and Mr. Thomas Abbott | tess, Leumitgua nner? Gente Oct 6. Wrightant 
Tibbitts, of London. Buck, Henry, Winson Green, Birmingham, Gent. Oct 31. Lows, 


Daniel John Preston, who served his clerkship to Mr. aoe bh. Kick Ei ~~ a 

John Cole Copeman, of Norwich, and Messrs. White, — EP TEs ny Tm... Oae OE. CAN 

Borrett, & Co., of London. Conteates, Cones, Creighton, Stafford, Farmer. Dee 1. Brow, 
George Rowell, who served his clerkship to Messrs. rn gh ateg = 

Chartres & Youll, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and Messrs. yp ng a Sp ER. Ok 


Pattison, Wigg, Gurney, & King, of London. Edmunds, Richard, Middle, Saiop, Farmer. Oct 1. Davies, 0 
i i i westry 
The council have accordingly awarded them certificates of Elliott, James, Lymington, Hants, Gent. Oct 10, Moore and Jack 


merit. E Be ia, Lymington 
The number of candidates examined in this term was 265 ; Piel, Right Rev Edward, Bermuda, West Indies. Dec 12. Clarke, 
ned, orcester 
of these, 218 passed and 47 were postponed Finlay, William, Liverpool, Mathematical Master. Nov 6. Cleaver 
By order of the council, a Hoiden, Liverpool 
E. W. Witx1amson, Secretary. one, John Richard, Woodford, Essex, Gent. Novi. Webb, Austin 
Laws, y, riars 
Law Society 8 Hall, Chancery-laue, London. Harris, James, Seend, Wilts, Yeoman, Dec4, Smith, Melksham 
Hesketh, Rev Charles, “North Meois, Lancashire. Dec 2. Buck and 
= Dicksons, Preston 
~, veoh, Renae, Morket, Fruit Salesman. Oct 31, Beck’ 
ast India avenue all s¢ 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. Hadson, George, Kidlington, Oxtord, Geat. Nov 1. Swearse, Oxford 
omsinians Insole, Charles Henry, Birmingham,Grocer. Novi. Johnson and Ud, 
29, 1876 Bieminghom 
September 29, 1876. Jackson, George, Whitegate Frimley, Surrey, Gent. Nov 6, Smith 
OVERNMENT FUNDS. and Co, Bread st, Cheapside 
= : Land, John, East Stonehouse, Devon, Colonel R.M. Sept 18, Clevertes 
3 per Cent. Consols, 96 { Annuities, April, ’65, Of Plymouth 
Ditto for Account, Oct.1,%6 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1906 Lee, John Hipkiss, Birmingham, Baker, Oct 31. Lowe, Birmingham 
Do 3 per Cent. Rednced, 945 | Ex Bille, £1000, 24 perCt.27pm | (ee, Thomas, Sheffield, Confectioner. Nov. Auty and Son, 
Mew % per Cent., 944 Ditto, £500, Do, 27 pm. Locks, William, Victoria park rd, Timber Merchant, Oct 21. Taylor 
Do, 34 perCent., Jan, ’¥4 Ditto, £100 & £100, 27 pm, and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. "94 Bank of England Stock, —per | Morgan, Wiliam, Bath, Gent. Oct 21. Sweet and Burroughs, Bristol 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’78 | ct: (lant balf-year), Paae, Daniel, Ruislip, Middlesex, Gent. Nov. Gardiner and 0% 
Annuities, Jan.’60— Ditte for Account, Uxbridge 
Van Wart, Henry, Edgbaston, Warwick, Merchant. Oct 24, Johased 
aod Co, Birmingham 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. Tong, Jonathan, Great Bolton, Lancashire, Gent, Oct31, Richardsol, 




















ton 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’s0, 107§ | Ditto,s4 por Cnt., May,’7%, 86 | Wilkinson, Sarah, Winton, Lancashire, Innkeeper, Deo 31, Rylase 


Ditto for Account,— ebentures, 4 per Cente Barker, Manchester 
Ditto < por Ceat., Oct, "88,1025 A Bo = ‘ , bate T oma, Upton, Cheshire, Law Stationer, Oct 16, Finckel 
Do. 


Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Co, Chester 

Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.63 | Do, bonds, 4 per Cent, Fatpvay, Sept 15, 1876, 

2nd Bol. Pr., § per C.,Jdan,’72 ) Ditto, ditto, under £1000 Bardsley, Sir James Lomux, Manchester, Doctor of Medicine. Oct % 
Ohariewood and Oo, Manchester 

— Bete, 3 a Wednesfield, Stafford, Gent. Oct 10, Underhill, Wolr# 
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Joseph, Radipole, Dorset, Gent. 
—, oe rd, 
erset st, Portman sq 
Bay Richard, Hove, Sussex, Gent. Nov12. Mercerand Co, Deal 
Crouch, Maria Ann, Bancroft rd, Mile Endrd, Oct16. King, Birchin 
ed , Frances Margaret, Freshwater, Isle of Wight. Oct 7. Moore 
mar, Lymington 
= a" Lemlemten, Hants, Gent. Oct 10. Moore and Jack - 
man, Lymington : i 
Jo-eph, Upper Phillimore-place, Kensington, Admiral. Oct 
14. Hallett, St Martin’s-place, Trafalgar sq 
Hall, Charles, Vicarage gardens, Kensington. Novl. Johnston and 
Harrison, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s inn 
Halliday, Tom William, Newington, York, Licensed Victualier. Nov 8. 
Rollit and Sons, Hull 
, William, Southgate, Middlesex, Gent. Nov 30. Morten and 
Cutler, Newgate st 
Thomas, Norton, Durham, Earthenware Manufacturer. 
30. Newby and Co, Stockton-on-Tees 
Hewetson, John, Tottenham court rd, Upholsterer. Novl. Shepheard 
and Sons, Finsbury circus 
irk. Thomas, East Grinstead, Sussex, Retired Farmer. Oct 1). 
Hastie, East Grinstead 
Jobdins, Samuel, Sherston Magna, Wilts, Mason, Oct 24 Phillips 
and Son, Chippenham 
Knott, Maria, Blackpool, Lancashire. Oct 20, Charlewood and Co, Man. 
ester 
Pa James, Boston, Lincoln, Builder, Oct 1. Rice and Wighton, Boston 
Molyreux, Mary, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire. Oct 31, Remington, 
Ulverston 
Morris, John, Newport, Salop, Gent. Sept 30. . Liddle, Newport 
Mountain, William, Manningham, Bradford, York, Auctioneer. Oct 6. 
Singleton, Bradford 
Nathan, George, Nicholasst, St Peter’s rd, Mile End. Nov 1. Harris, 
te st 
Newi!l, Mary Ann, St James terrace, Milton rd, Dulwich. Nov 1. 
Allin and Greenop, St Peter’s alley, Cornhill 
Pile, Mary Catherine, Henbary, Gloucester. Oct 24. Phillips and Son, 
Chippenham 
Richards, Daniel, Mann st, Walworth, Butcher. Oct 22. 
Birchin lane 
Roby, Elizabeth, Great Glenn, Leicester. Oct 30. Thorpe, Nottingham 
Sahigreon, Frederick Waldemar Wilhelm, Kiogston-upon-Hall, Seed 
Orusher. Oct 23. Rollit and Sons, Hull 
Sale, George, Lower Green, Speldhurst, Kent, Yeoman. Nov 1. 
Alleyne and Walker, Tunbridge Wells 
Searles, James Brown, Lessness Heath, Kent, Draper. Oct 14. Parish, 
Great Winchester st buildings 
Sheepsbanke, Anne, Reading, Berks. 
Terry, George Alfred, Fenwick rd, Peckham rye, Agent. 
Gammon, Barge yard, Bucklersbury 
White, James, Abert rd, Old Ford rd, Bow, Gent. Nov 15. 
Nov 1. 


Oct 19. Howard, Weymouth 
nm, Gent. Nov 2. Bartley and 


Nov 


Foster, 


Nov 15. Collins, Reading 
Oct 15. 


Phipos, 
Farringdon st 
Worthington, Samuel, Gatley, Cheshire, Yeoman. Vaughan, 
Cheadle, nr Maachester 
Bankrupts 
Fripay, Sept. 22, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Burt, John Otber, Goswell rd, St Luke's, Carriage Builder. Pet Sept 
20, Hazlitt. Oct 5 at 12 
Haywood, James, Rochester sq, Camden rd, no business. Pet Sept 
1, Murray. Oct 4 at 12,30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Burton, William, and Henry Wedd, Richmond, York, Millers. Pet 
Septl9, Jefferson. Northallerton, Oct 4 at 3 
Cook, Isaac, Sunderiand, Oil Merchant. Pet Sept !8.. Ellis. Sunder- 
Liverpool, Linen Draper. 


land, Oct 9 at 12 
Pet Sept 18, 
Watson. Li.erpool, Oct 4 at 2 


Davies, Daniel, Everton, 
Hallett, Emily, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Butcher, Pet Sept18. Blake, 
Newport, Oct 5 at 12 
ley, George Henry, Reap Hirst, nr Huddersfield, Yarn Spinner. 
Pet Sept 15. Jones,jun. Huddersfield, Oct 5 at ll 
Shay, Thomas Walker, New Leeds, ,Leeds, Provision Dealer. Pet Sept 
18. Dalton. Leeds, Oct 4 at ll 
Trower, Frederick, Thicket rd, Penge, Captain ian H.M.’s Army. Pet 
Sept ll. Rowland. Croydon, Oct 6 at 3 
Tugspay, Sept. 26, 1876. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Stokes, Alfred Philip, and Alfred Edward Vorstius, Baker’s row, 
Wakeshapel, Brush Manufacturers. Pet Sept 22. Haslitt. Oct 13 


Woltmann, Emil Gurl Adol h, Cullum st, Commission Merchant. Pet 
Sept 22. Hazlitt. Oct 19 at 11 
onge, George Henry, otherwise Montaigu, resident out of England, 
ROoccupation. Pet Sept 23. Murray. Oct Ll ac ll 
To surrender in the Country. 
Barnaley, Joshua, Thurgoland, nr Barnsley, Farmer, Pet Sept 21. 
Tyas. Barnsley, Oct 7 at 11 
Crossley, Christopher, Hulme, Manchester, Manufacturing Chemist. 
Pet Sept 22, Hulton, Salford, Oot 9 at 11.30 
— Liverpool, Grecer, Pet Sept 42, Watson. Liverpool, 
Glencross, Charles H 


Sheffield, Sharobroker, Pot Sopt 20. Wake. 
Meld, Oct 6 at | ? . ° 


cr George Matcham, Dawlish, Oevon, Retired Captain in 
M's Army. Pot Sept 22. Daw, Exeter, Oct 11 at 2 
David, Windmill lane, Deptford, Firewood Dealer, Pet Sept 
20, Pitt-Taylor, Greenwich, Oct 10 at 9 
Ww Pet Sept 22, Lister, 


» Samucl, Manchester, Wine Merchant. 
seth tag ¢ 9.30 Beal 

istopher, Burniston York, Draper. Pet Sept 22, 

Soarboreugh, Oct d at "ad ‘ ™ : 


Oct 


Wihon, Che 
Woodall, 





York, Thomas Rowland, Stockton-on-Teas, Inspector of Szavengers. 
Pet Sept 21. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Oct il at 3 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Sept. 22, 1876. 
Haynes, Thomas, Shortwood, Pucklechurch, Gloucester, Farmer. 


Sept 20 
TuxEsDAY, Sept. 26, 1876. 
Hillman, Henry Hammond, Bedeote Miil, ne Stourbridge, Worcester 
Miller. Sept 19 . 
iquidation by ment. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Sept, 22, 1876, 
Andrew, John, Tymawr Farm, Risca, Mon. Farmer. 
at offices of Graham, Commercial st, Newp»rt, Mon. 
Ashley, George, West st, Kingston-upon-Hul!, Blacksmith. Oct 9 at 
11 at offices of Grange and Wiotringham, St Mary’s chambers, 
West St Mary’s ga‘e, Great Grimsby 
Atkinson, Miles, Silsden, York, Tailor. Oct 5 at 11 at offices of Harris 
and Last, Market st chambers, Market st, Bradford 
Ayles, Lucy, Teddington, Middlesex, School Mistress. Oct 5 at 3 at 
offices of Buckland, Brook st, Kingston-upoa- Thames 
Bailey, Harry, Walkley, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct 6 at 12 at offices of 
Auty and Son, Queen st, Sheffield 
Bailey, Thomas, Ryder’s court, Leicester sq, Dairyman. Oct 4 at 12 at 
officers of Parsons, Thavies’ inn, Holborn cireus 
Bamford, Thomas. New Bank, Halifax, Commercial Traveller. Oct 13- 
at 11 at offices of Walker, George st, Halifax 
Bettridge, James, George st, Newport, Mon, Fish Salesman. Oct 4 at 
11 at offices of Vauvhan, Voeck st, Newport, Mon 
Bottrill, Richard E\liott, Sonth Bank, York, Grocer. Sept 28 at 11 at 
Offices of Gibson and Wilkinson, Athen@um chambers, Middles- 
borough. Peacock, Midilesborough 
Bradshaw, Alexander, Manchester, Warshouseman. Sept 26 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Brooks, Edward, Ashurst Wood, East Grinstead, Sussex, Builder. Oct 
7 at 11 at the Crown Hotei, East Grinstead. Scenning, Tunbridge 
Brown, John William, Madeley, Salop, Baker. Qct 6 at 12 at olfices of 
Harries, Dawley. Salop 
Brown, RichardJohn, Birmingham, Wholesale Saddler. Oet6at3 at 
offices of Rowlands, Aun st, Sirmingham 
Browne, Frederic Birch, Woodhouse lane, Leeds, Draper. Oct 11 at 
3 at offices of Granger, Bank st, Leeds 
Buckley, William Henry, Oldham, Lancashire, Dentist. 
offices of Ascrof: and sons, Clegg st, Oldham 
Bury, George, Edmund Riley, Heifer Bank Mill, Accrington, Lanca- 
shire, Cotton Manufacturers. Oct 3 at 12 at offices ot Sale and Co, 
Booth st, Manchester 
Campbell, David, Beigrave st, Leeds, Draper Oct 5 at | at offices of 
Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Canne!l, Albert Francis, Pownall rd, West Brompton, Tailor. Ot 12 
at 3 at o'tices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Learoyd and Co, 
Albion chambers, Moorgate st 
Chapman, William Wheatley, Little Bolton, Lancashire, Ginger Beer 
Manufacturer. Oct 4 at 3 at offices of Winders, Bowkar’s row, 
Bolton 
Charltov, Edward, Robert Hedley Chariton, and Thomas Chariton, 
Middlesborough, Colliery Owners. Oct 2 at 11.30 at the Central Hall, 
Central buildings, Darlington. Stubbs 
Chariton, Edward, Middlesborough, Colliery Owner. Oct 2 at ¢ at 
the Ventral Hall, Central buil tings, Darlingt»n, Darham, Stabbs 
Charlton, Robert Hedley, Middiesvorough, Colliery Owner. Oct 2 at 2 
at the Central Hal!, Central buildings, Dariiagton. Stubbs 
Clemo, John White, Tavistock. Davon, Grocer. Oct 6 at 12 at offices 
of Bridgman, Church lane, Tavistock 
Coath, John Samson, Devonport, Grocer. Oct 9 at 12 at offices of 
Gards, St Aubyn st, Devonport 
Coleman, A' thar, Leeds, Cioti Manfacturer. Oct 6 at 4.30 at offices of 
Mirfie, Aldion st, Leeds. Simpson and Barrell 
Coupland, Henry Currie, and Edward James Rudgard Wigg, Cannon st, 
China Merchants. Oct 4 ac 10.30 at offices of Roberts, Coleman st 
Crabtree, James, Bacup, Lancashire, Hater. Oct 3 at 3 at oifices of 
Sykes, Burniey rd, Bacap 
Craven, George, likley, York, Stone Merchant. 
Close, Bond st, Leeds. Eastburn, Otley 
Critten, James, Suuthtown, Suffolk, Boat Builder. Oct 2 a: 12 at offices 
of Diver, King st, Great Yirmouth 
Croft, William Rowland, Hudderstield, Wholesale Grocer. 
at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Rudderstield 
Dalzell, Samuel Heary, and James Schofield, Halifax, Woolstaplers. 
Oct 6 at 3 at offices of Holroyd and Smith, Ward's end, Halifax 
Davies, David, John Horton's Bridge, nr Pontypridd, Glamorgan, 
Quarryman, Oct 6 at 11.30 at offices of Thomas, Church st, Ponty- 
ridd 
Dearde, Alfred, Burry Port, Pambrey, Carmarthen, Iankeeper. 
at '1 at offices of Howe!!, Stepaey st, Lianelly 
Dinkel, Leonard, Walwor bh rd, Baker. Oct 5 at 3 at offices of Marchant 
and Purvis, George yard, Lombard st 
Dorrington, Robert Alfred, Barrow-in-Furness, Loan Agent. Oot 15 
at 3.80 at the Ship Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Boote and Edgar, 
Manchester 
Dorrington, Thomas, Manchester, Merchant, 
Booth and Edgar, George st, Manchester 
Evens, Charles Heary, Horns«y rd, Holloway, Boot Maker, Oct Liat 
$ at offices of Gray, St Paul's buildings, Paternoster row 
Fox, Edward, Holly Bank, Thorobary, ne Bradford, Guilder, Oot 
~ @ at Ll at offices of Baker, Commercial Bank Buildings, Bradford 
Frakes, Joseph, and William Frederick Baraard, Threa Mill lane, 
Bromley-by-ttow, Gatta-percha Manufacturers, Oct 11 at Sat offices 
of Gordon, Lincoln's inn flelds 
Fryer, James, Houry Sugden, and Harry Clough, Keighley, York, 
Washing Machine Makers, Oot 3 at 4 at offices ef Weatheracad aad 
Barrs, Devonshire st, Keighley - 
Glucbstein, Major Montague, Artesian rd, Westbourne grove, Sargeon 
Oculist. Oot 2 at ¥ at offives of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Hamilton, Louis Herries, Onslow crescent, Brompton, Gent. Oct 10 at 
lt at 18, Coleman st, Roberts 
Hardon, James, Ardwick, M » Aucti . Oot Ll at Sas 
offices of Garihwaite, Brazonnose st, Manchester 


Oct 4 at 12 


Oct 4 at 3 at 


Oct 5 at 3 at officas of 


w5at3 


Oct 2 


Oct 16 at 3 at ofices of 


haat: 
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Sept 28 at 3 


Harris, Ebenezer, Peel st, Ipswich, Grocer. Oct 14 at 11 at offices of 
Jennings, Lower Brook st, Ipswich 

Hawkins, John, jun, and James Hawkins, Walsall, Stafford, Manufac- 
turers. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of Dale, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Heafield, George, Birmingham, Builder. Oct 4 at 3 at offices of Hodg- 
son, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Hern, Thomas, Stoke St Gregory, nr Taunton, Somerset, Hay Dealer. 
Sept 29 at 12 at offices of Benson and Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 

Holdsworth, John Edward, Kingston-upon-Hull, Plumber. Oct 5 at 
2.30 at offices of Pettingeli, County buildings, Kiagston-upon-Hull 

Homan, Thomas William, Ash grove, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. 
Sept 30 at 3 at offices of Hattersley, Sidgworth st, Lamb lane, 
Hackney. Rigby, Abchurch lane 

Horton, Thomas, Darlaston, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 6 at 11 at offices of 
Slater and Marshall, Butcroft, Darlaston 

Howard, William Alfred, Birmingham, Hosier. Oct 5 at 3 at offices 
of Rowlands, Ann st, Birmingham 

Hudson, Joseph William, Oxford st, Boot Maker. Oct 2 at 12 at offices 
of Hubbard, London Joint Stock Bank chambers, West Smithfield 

Hutchinson, John, Birkenhead, Butcher. Oct 9at 2 at offices of Etty, 
Lord st, Liverporl 

Irons, Elizabeth, Bristol, Schoolmistress. Oct 9 at 2 at offices of Triggs, 
Broad st, Liverpool. Meade-King and Bigg 

Jennings, Ma Ann, and Thomas Palmer Jennings, Hereford, 
Saddlers. Oct 9 at 11 at the Green Dragon Hotel, Hereford. James 
and Bodenham, Hereford 

Jones, Adam, Askam-in-Furness, Lancashire, Grocer. Oct 6 at2 at 
the Imperial Hotel, Cornwallis st, Barrow-in-Furness. Nalder, 
Barrow-in-Furness 

Jones, John David, Hirwain, Penderyn, Brecon, Grocer. Oct 5 at ll 
at offices of Phillips, Maendy place, Aberdare 

Kearley, Ewbank, Chigwell, Essex, Builder. Oct 5 at 3 at offices of 
Wood and Hare, Basinghall st 

Knight, Jeremiah, Leicester, Cabinet Maker. Oct 9 at 2 at offices of 
Fowler and Co, Greyfriars chambers, Friar lane, Leicester 

Knowles, Peter, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Oct 12 at 2 at offices of 
Smith, Corf’s buiidings, Preeson’s row, Liverpool 

Lindsay, Alexander, Dresden, nr Longton, Stafford, Draper. Oct 3 at 
11 at offices of Griffith, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

McDonald, George William Miller, Liverpool, Merchant. Oct 6 at 2 at 
office: of Lyon and Reynolds, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Maddocks, William Evan, Splotlands, Cardiff, Grocer. Oct 2 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan, H gh st, Cardiff 

Makin, Joseoh. West Gorton, Manchester, Boot Maker. Sept 29 at 3 
at offices of Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 

Manley, William Lambert, Great St Helen’s, Ship Broker. Oct 11 at 
3.20 at offices of Cooper and Co, George st, Mansion House 

Marsden, Thomas, Oldzam, Joiner. Sept 25 at 3 at offices of Buckley 
and Ciegg, Clegg st, Oldham 

Mayler, Henry, anc Joveph Mayler, Kirxdale,nr Liverpool, Uphols- 
terers. Oct 4 at 3at offices of Lupton, Law Association buildings, 
Harrington st, Liverpool 

Meddings, Thomas, Walsall, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. 
at officet of Brevitt, King st, Wolverhampton 

Mil's, Thomas, Carmarthen, Hairdresser’s Assistant. Oct 16 at 3 at 
offices of Clarke, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Morgan, James Ferrent, Quaker’s yar¢, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Oct 
11 et | at offices of Simons and Piews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Morris, James, Bolton, Cabinet Maker. Sept 28 at 3 at offices of Rutter, 
Mawdsley et, Bolton 

Nicklin, Thomas, Burslem, Stafford, Upholsterer. Sept 30 at 11 at 
offices of Julian, Queen’s chambers, Liverpool rd, Bursiem 

Oliier, John, Great St Helen’s, Ship troker. Oct ll at 3 at offices of 
Cooper and Co, George st, Mansion House. Johnson and Co 

Panne't, Joseph, Stockton-on-Tees, Confectioner. Oct 3 at 3 at offices 
of Huston and Bo'sover, High st, S:ockton-on-Tees 

Park, Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Lath Renderer. Oct 5 at 3 at offices 
_of Sammers, Manor st, Kingston-upou-Hu!! 

Pink, Ano, King st mews, Park lane, Mayfair, Licensed Victualler. 
Oct 2 at 10.15 at offices of Coker and Cole, Cheapside. Spurr and 
Nethersle, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 

Plumiey. Jame+, Gristol, Fruit Silesmin. Oct 3at 2 at offices of 
Beckingh»m. Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 

Price. David Ernest, Bristol, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct 6 at 11 at offices 
of Clifton, Corn st, Bristol 

Paddy, Mery Ann, Burnham, Somerset, Liceased Victualler. Oct 4 at 
2 at the Railway Hotel, Highbridge. Hobbs,jun, Wells 

Riches, John, Catheld, Norfolk, Corn Merchant. Sept 20 at 12 at offices 
of Culley and Co, Norwich. Stanley, Norwich 

Riley, James,'Over Darwen, Lancashire, Paper Dealer. Oct 10 at 3 

Kat offices of Marriott and Woodall, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Row, Jubn, and William Christopher Willis, Middiesborough, Iron 
Merchants. Ot 4 at 2 at the Queen Hotel, Zetland rd, Middies- 
beroogh. Belk and Parrington, Middiesborough 

Bow, Junn, Middiesboroagh, Iron Merchant. Oct 4 at 3.30 at the 
Queen Hotel, Zetiand rd, Middiesborough. Belk and Parrington, 
Mid4éb sborough 

Rowe, Thomas, jan, Consett, Darham, Draper. Oct 4 at 11 at offices of 
Bush, % Nicholas bulidings, Newcastie-apon-Tyne 

Roxby, Hémund William, and Arthar Coleman, Leeds, Cloth Manu- 
factarers. Oct6 at 2 at offices of Airfin, Albion st, Leeds. Simp- 
son aod Barrell 

Roxby, Eémun4 William, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer, Oct 6 at 4 at 
offices of Mirtin, Albion st, Leeds. Simpson and Barrell 

Band-rem, Robert, Stockton-on-Tees, Wholesale Hosier. Sept 29 at 


120 at the Home Trade Association Rooms, York st, Manchester. 
Honiton and Bolsover, Stockton-on-Tees 

Smith, VA, Woxwich, Stafford, Hostman, Sept 3) at 11 at offices of 

idon, High #, Weanesbary 

Smith, Thomas, Halifax, Woolstagler, Oct 6 at 11 at offices of Wavell 
and Co, George at, Halifax 

theyher som, Annis, Darfield, York, Shopkeeper. Oct 9at 11 at offices 
A Vreeman, Church O, Sametiey 

Tate, Philip, Ardwick, Manchester, Draper. Oct 6 at 3 at offices of 
Levant, % George's chasabers, Albert 94, Manchester 

Taylor, Thomas John, Corporation 14, Middieshorough, Organist. 
Jeb at 31 at Aces of Peacock, Zetland 14, Middleborough 

Zeal, Thornes, jon, Amley Bridge, wr Bolton, Chemist. Oct 6 at 3 at 

O they aad Haslam, Mawdsley st, Bolin 





———=S 
Walker, Jonathan, Lofthouse, nr Pateley Bridge, York, Tailor, Sagt 
29 at 12.30 at offices of Bateson, Harrowgate, York came 
Warnes, Robert Nelson, Great Yarmouth, Furniture Broker, Oct 5g 
11 at offices of Wiltshire, Hall plain, Great Yarmouth : 
Watson, James, Middlesborough, Cabinet Maker. Oct 2 at 11 at the 
a Hotel, Albert rd, Middlesborough. Teale, Middle, 
roug 
Webb, Francis Albert, Gloucester, Butcher. Oct 9 at 11 at offices of 
Franklin, Eastgate st, Gloucester 
Wilkinson, Edward Henry, Folkestone, Kent, Clothier. Oct 6 atdat 
off ces of Foreman, Gresham st. Minter, Folkestone 
Willis, William Christopher, Middlesborough, Iron Merchant, Oct4 
at4 at the Queen Hotel, Zetland rd, Middlesborough. Belk anj 
Parrington, Middlesborough 
Winstanley, Alfred, Albion rd, Dalston, Gent. Oct 12 at 2 at offices ¢ 
Pyke and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields : 
Wright, Samuel, Birmingham, Dyer. Oct 4 at 11 at offices of Smith, 
Tempis st, Birmingham 
Tvespay, Sept. 26, 1876. 
Adams, Frank, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Painter. Oct 6 at 3 at officg 
of Edmonds and Co, Old Jewry. Wooldridge, Sandown 
Adamson, John, Preston, Baker. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of Forshaw, 
Cannon st, Preston 
Ashton, James, Shaldon, Devon, Gent. Oct 12 at 1 at the Castle Hot), 
Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 
Baldwin, Alfred Kennard, Southborough, Tanbridge, Kent, Printer, 
Oct 7 at 11 at the Ange! Hotel, Tanbridge, Palmer, Tunbridge 
Barbour, John, Bradford, York, Draper. Oct 9 at 12 at offices of Beny 
and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 
Base, William, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 9 at 1 at offices of 
Lovering and Co, Gresham st. Stevens, Norwich 
Bastow, Johu, New Wortley, Leeds, Ironfounder. Oct U1 at 3 at offices 
of Cousins, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Beckett, William, Castleford, York, Tailor. Oct 1ll.at 2 at the Com 
mercia!t Hotel, Albion st, Leeds, Phillips 
Berry, Thomas, Chesterton, Warwick, Farmer. Oct 11 at 12 at offices 
of Oldham and Canning, York terrace, Leamington 
Billing, William Faulkner, Lower Weedon, Northampton, Butcher, 
Oct 6 ai 11 at offices of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 
Birkett, James, Low Spennymoor, Durham, Shoe Maker. Oct 11 atl? 
at offices of Granger, Sadler st, Durham 
Bligh, Edwin, Ramsgate. Kent, Printer. Oct 7 at 3 at 1, Yorks, 
Ramsgate. Edwards, Ramsgate 
Burehnall, Joseph, Chatteris, Cambridge, Baker. Oct 6 at 12.30at 
the Chequers Inn, March, Cambridge. Gaches, Peterborough 
Cardwell, William; and William Crowther, Sheffield, Steel Manu. 
facturers. Oct 9 at 11 at the Cutlers’ Hall, Church st, Sheffield, 
Greaves and Allen, Sheffield 
Carpenter, James, Southampton, Practical Engineer. Oct 12 at 2at 
offices of Sharp and Co, French st, Southampton 
Carter, Louisa, and James Douglas Carter, Shirley terrace, Nunhead, 
Wine Merchanis. Oct Ll at 2 at offices of Kelley, Great James st, 
Bedford row 
Chard, John, Bristol, Currier. Oct 9 at 11 at offices of Meeres, Small 
st court, Bristol 
Cook, Jobn William, Thayer st, Manchester sq, Grocer. Oct 16at2a@ , 
offices of Ladbury and Co, Cheapside. Owles, Chancery lane 
Copley, Robert, Canterbury, Kent, out of business. Oct 11 at 2a 
the Guildha'l Tavern, Gresham st. Till, Canterbury 
Craig, Bryce, Frizington, Cuinberiand, Grocer. Oct 6 at 11 at offices 
of Mason, Dake st, Wnitehaven 
Dale, Crossley, Hutton Rudby, York, Medical Assistant. Oct 14a 
10.15 at offices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Daniel, Thomas, Builth, Brecon, Boot Maker. Oct 10 at 2 at the County 
Court Office, Builth. Bazeley, Builth 
Deacon, William Edwin, Ufington, Berks, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct I? 
at 2 at the Railway Tavern, Uffington Junction, nr Faringdon 
Jotcham, Wantage 
Deeprose, Ebenezer, Hastings, Sussex, Baker. Oct 6 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, Harold place, Hastings 
Denning, Charles, Weymouth, Dorset, Greengrocer. Oct 16 at Il at 
the Auction Mart, Market st, Melcombe Regis. Howard, Melcombe 
Regis 
Drinkwater, John, Manchester, out of business. Oct 9 at 3 at offices 
of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 
Dann, Michael, Kingston-upon-Hull, Stone Mason. Oct 5 at 2 at offices 
of Eldridge and Steph » Cogan cl 5, Bowlalley lane, King 
ton-upon- Hull 
Dyer, Samuel, Bridgewater, Somerset, Narseryman. Oct 10 at 3 a 
offices of Chapman, King sq, Bridgewater 
Ellison, William Taylor, Comberbach, ne Northwich, Cheshire, Farmer. 
Oct 7 at 11 at the Town Bridge Lecture Room, Old Town Hall, Nortl 
wich, Fletcher, Northwich 
Everett, Henry Samuel, sen, George st, Camberwell, General Dealer. 
Oct 4at 3 at 30, Camberwell green. Ody, Trinity st, Southwark 
Farmer, Harry, Northampton, Coal Dealer. Oct 6 at IL at ottices of 
Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 
Fiedler, James Leopold, Ebury villas, Park rd, Teddington, Gent 
Oct 9 at 12 at offices of Beyfas and Beyfus, Lincoln’s ian fields 
Flamson, Henvy, Nottingham, Joiner, Oct 10 at 12 at offices of 
and Son, St Peter’s Charch walk, Nottingham 
Forster, William, Dover, Kent, Merchant. Oct 9 at 2 at the Appolloniss 
Halil, Dover. Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry chambers 
Frew, Thomas, and William Ellis, Penrith, Oamberland, Watel 
Makers, Oct 11 at 1 at offices of Scott, Corney place, Pearith 
Frogaatt, Joseph, Higham, York, Oviliery Deputy, 
offices of Marshall and Ownsworth, Church at, Barnsley 
Garner, James, Sneinton, Nottingham, Builder. Oct 9 at 3 at offles 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Gatevel!, William Henry, Upper Green, Mitcham, Surrey, Grocer. O6F 
17 at 4 at offices of Cooper, Portman st, Portman "4 
Goldman, Jean, Swansea, Glamorgan, Artist. Oot 9 at 1 at olficesd 
Tucker and do, King at, Cheapside, Leyson, Swanse 





4 
Goothall, Kawin, Ventnor, Iele of fo Doalor in Wine. Oct 10% 
en 


12 at 20, High at, Soathampton, Urty, ta 
Griffitus, Will 
the Wyndham Arms Hotel, Bridgend, Stephona, Cardiff 
Harman, Arthar Henry, Norwich, Grocer. Oct 4 at 11 at offices of 
Winter and Francis, 6t Giles st, Norwich 





Oot 12 at that 


or "7 
m, Tondo, Glamorgan, Under Bailiff, Oct 7 at ne 
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= 
John, Hornsea, York, Publican. Oct 9 at 3at 8, Parliament 
gston-upon-Hull. Holden and Co, Hull 
award, Horace, Thayer st, Manchester sq, Grocer. Oct 12 atll at the 
" Jaw Institution,Chancery lane. Owles, Chancery lane 
Hawes, Henry Mullinex, Margate, ont of asituation. Oct 16 at 12 at 
offices of Poole, Cecil sq. Margate. Dorman, Ramsgate 
Heatley, Joseph, N e-upon-Tyne, C ission Agent. Oct 6 at 
$at offi ces of Wilson, Featherstone chambers, Ceilingwood st, New- 


castle-upon-Tyne 
‘Rill. Pomtes. Boothroyd lane, Dewsbury, Warehouseman. Oct 16 at 
9,30 at offices of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 
Hulgrave, Henry, Canterbury, Kent, out of business. Oct 11 atl at 
of Hubbard, London Joint Stock chambers, Charterhouse st, 
West Suithfeld 
Henter, William, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Oct 7 at 12 at 
offices of Joynt, New st, Birmingham 
James, Ann, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Shopkeeper. Oct 7 at 12 at offices 
of Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 
James, Henry, Nottingham, Grocer. Oct 10 at 12 at offices of Belk, 
Middle pavement, Nottingham ; 
Jones, Eawin, Tunstall, Stafford, Joiner. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of Al- 
cock, Market st, Tunstall 
Jones, Thomss Whitsun, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Auctioneer. Oct 10 at 
} at offices of Lint on, Canon st, Aberdare 
Knight, William, Sylecroft, Cumberland, Shoe Maker. Oct 10 at 2 at 
offices of Butler, Millom, Cumberlaud 
Laughlin, Francis John, Grosvenor rd, South Norwood, Professor of 
Music. Oct 11 at 10 atthe Public Hall, South Norwood. Elborough, 
King’s Arms yard 
Lawrence, Charles Calver, Grantchester, Cambridge, Dog Dealer. Oct 
11 at 1! at offices of Ellison and Burrows, Alexandra st, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge - 
, Hugh, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Grocer. Oct 10 at 2 at 
the Victoria Hotel, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness. Jackson 
Lord. Welter James, Bishopsgate st within, Gent, Oct 20 at 3 at offices 
of Crook and Smit h, Fencharch st 
MacMahon, Mary, and Kate Saunders, Leeds, York, Grocers. Oct 11 
at 11 at cffices of Bord and Barwick, Albion place, Leeds 
Mather, Wiliam Albert, Walverden Mill, Lancashire, Cotton Manu- 
facturer, Oct 17 at 3 at offices of Chorlton, Brazennose st, Man- 
chester 
Matthews, Mary Alice, Torquay, Devon, Gentlewoman. Oct7 at! at 
the Queen’s Hotel, Torquay. Peyton 
Millward, James, Cradley heath, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Iron Roller. 
Oct 13 at 11 at offices of Homfray and Holberton, High st, Brierley 





hill 

Moore, Joseph, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Grocer. Oct 7 at 12 at offices 
of Gardner, Abergavenny 

Murrell, George, Aston, Warwick, out of business. Oct 7 at 11 at 
offices of Perry, Union passage, Birmingham. East, Birmingham 

Nau, John Henry Christian, Brad'ord, York, Hotel Keeper. Oct 7 at 
10,30 at oftices of Cater, Piece Hall yard, Bradford 

Nazarkiewich, Etienne, Laurence Pountney lane, Wine Agent. Oct 9 
at 2 at offices of Campbell, Cannon st 

Newby, Matth-w, Bishopton, Durbam, Innkeeper. Oct 19 at 10.15 at 
otfices of Draper, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Oliver, Henry, Bradford, York, Shirt Maker. Oct 12 at 4 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Oswald, Charles, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Oct 13 at 3 at offices 
of Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Owen, Robert, Ipswich, Suffulk, Travelling Draper. Oct 14 at 3 at 
offices of Hill, St Nicholas st, Ipswich 

Phippen, Henry Theophilus, Banweli, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. 
bd hed at 12 wt offices of Nunnerley, Whitson chambers, Nicholas st, 


Pike, James, South Molton at, Oxford st, Sign Writer. Oct 11 at 11 at 
js of Cooper and Co, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st, Russell, 
jeman st 
Pratt, Altert, Bristol, Omnibus Proprietor. Oct 6 at 11 at offices of 
Benson and Thomas, Broad st, Bristol 
Pratt, John, Sprowston, Norfolk, Licenced Victualler. Sept 30 at 12 
at offices of Emerson and Sparrow, Rampant Horse st, Nerwich 
Pugh, Edwin Talbot, South Shields, Durham, General Dealer, Oct 7 at 
11 ut offices of Turner, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Pyrah, William Walter, Batley Carr, York, Fishmonger. Oct 13 at 2.30 
at offices of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 
|, Edwin, St George's, Gloucester, Grocer. Ovt 9 at 11 at offices 
of Triggs, Broad st, Bristol, Benson and Thomas, Bristol 
Roberts, Henry, Biratal, York, Cabinet Mager. Oct 10 at 3 at offices of 
Tbberson, Dewsbury 
Robinson, Bernard, Leeds, Provision Dealer. Oct 11 at 2 at offices of 
Bond and Barwick, Albion place, Leeds 
Rolfe, George Harrison, Walmer, Kent, Horsedealer, Oct 13 at 11 at 
offices of Mercer and Co, Queen st, Deal 
Roper, Edwin, Thomas at, Sheffield, York, Grocer. Oct 6 at 4 at 
dy Gee, Fig Tree chambers, Fig Tree lane, Sheffield, Binns, 
Ruwell, Alfred, Sunderland, Durham, Ironmenger. Oct 7 at 11 at 
Offices of Sice!, Bunk buildings, Sunderland 
Rutland, John, Freemantle, Hants, no occupation. Oct 5 at 3 
at offices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
land, Howard, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, out of business, Oct 9 at 
Bante, Those a, Mallon’ eahety, Gintieten, Viotwaller. Cot 7 
, as, in, Hendu ucester, Victualler. t Tatil 
At offices of Clifton, Uorn st, Bristol . 
Teen Henry, Stafford, Hatter. Oct 6 at 11 at the Acorn Hotel, 
lest, Birmingham. Robineon and Son, Birmingham 
oan, Robe: York, Builder. Oct tl at 1! 
at dlesbo h. 


Smith, - sprister, Oct @ 0b 19 at the 
hag Lc jon jam and Sons 
a . i. 
ayy ia et briken = Bo, = Sead in Fancy Goods, Oct 
ry Lng Commission Agent. Oot 14 at 2.30 at offices 
Eastga’ Chester 
Tams, oun, Burslem, Stafford, Grocer, Oct 5 at $ at offices of Turner, 
Toa doh Willa Gnemeld, Wlorsouse  ¢ Oct 9 at 11 at offices 
Binney and Sous, Queen st chambers, Sheiieid 


Wsilworth, William Henry, Grove place, Lordship lane, Dulwich, 
Chemist. Oct 11 at 3 at offices of Lovelock and Whiffin, Coleman st. 
Starkey, Angel court, Throgmorton st : 

Walters, Philip, Birmingham, Commercial Clerk. Oct 6 at 10.15 at 
offices of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 

Ward, Henry Charles, Bridgoorth, Salop, Grocer. Oct 9 at 2 at offices 
of Stirk, North st, Wolverhampton 

Wattleworth, Robinson, King st, Whitehaven, Watch Maker. Oct 7 at 
11 at offices of Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 

Whitewood, William, Vicarage terrace, Lewisham, Oilman. Oct 9at3 
at offices of Chapman and Lee, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Wilde, Henry John Philip, Copeahagen st, Islington, Van Proprietor. 
Oct 13 at 12 at offices of Hart and Co,*Moorgate st. Oldman, 
Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 

Woodcock, Rev Frederic Edward, Aylsham, Norfolk. Oct 10 at 11 at 
Offices of Wright, Queen st, Nerwich } 

Wootton, Charles Wesley, and Frank Peet Norris, Bristol. Hosiery 
Manufacturers. Oct 18 at 12 at the Assembly Rooms, Low pave- 
ment, Nottingham, Towle and Gilbert, Nottingham 








Tes AGRA BANK (LIMITED): 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Szancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 

balance doesnot fall below £100. Bi 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 percent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits wili be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; aud approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anv PuacHasés effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
B-itish and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE aa MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITT@, 


CORPORATION ROBES. UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Darart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d,, 7s. 9d.,and 9a. 9d. per ream. 

Barer Parser, 15s. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s, 6d. per ream. 

Foouscar Parsr, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and i8s. 6d. per ream. 

Cream-Latp Nors, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 

Lares Caxam-Laip Norts, 4s, 6d., 6s, 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lanes Buve Norse, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Envecopss, Cream on Bive, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s, 6d. per 1000, 

Tus “ Tsmpce’’ Envecore, extra secure, 9s, 6d, per 1000, 

Footscar Orrrctan Envecorss, ls. 9d. per 100. 

PartTripes & Cooper's Vettum Wove Cxivs-Hoves Norse, $s. 6d, 
ream, Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthless 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” withoat 
which none is genuine, 

INDBNTURE Sine, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. Sd. each, 28a, 
dos., 1358, per roll, 

Ssconps oR FoLLowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d. each, 24s, perdosen, 1158, per 
roll. 








Recoape om Memoniats, $d, each, 7s. 6d. por dozen, 
Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books. 
An immense stock in various bindings. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPEESS, STATIONERS, 


CHANCERY-BUILDINGS, ‘23, CHANCERY-LANBE, 
LONDON, 





Bvery description of Printing ; 


Judicature Adidavits 


lamentary Minutes 
Books Newapapers 
Pamphiets Circulars 








~ Hendbiie, be., be 
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CITY OF LONDON. 
Valuable Freehold Ground-rents.—To Trustees, Executors, and 
Investors. 


ESSRS. BROAD, PRITCHARD, & WILT- 
SHIRE will SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C..on TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 26th, 1576, at ONE o’clock 
precisely, in Two Lots, the valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, compris- 
ing the ground-rents arising from that newly-erected, noble corner 
pile of buildings, No, 36, Great Tower-street, and the freehold ground- 
rent arising out of the capital business premises, No. 32, Great 
Tower-street, amounting to £340 per annum, both in close contiguity 
to the Colonial, Corn, and Wine Markets, and in a position which 
guarantees the very highest class of security to trustees, capitalists, 
and investors. The property may be viewed. 
Particulars and conditions of sale may be had at the Mart ; of 
Messrs. PAWLE, FEARON, & COLDHAM, Solicitors, 11, New-inn 
Strand, W.C.; 
or of the Auctioneers, 7, Queen-street, Cheapside, E.C. 





In the High Court of Justice, Chancery Division, the Master of the 
Rolis—1875, F. 80—* Fellowes v. Fellowes.’’—Lincolnshire, about 
nine miles from Gainsborough, and two miles from the Northorpe 
Station, on the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway. 


O be SOLD by AUCTION, by Mr. JOHN 
WHITTAKER ELLIS (of the fiirm of Farebrother, Ellis, Clark, 
& Co.), with the approbation of the Right Hon. the Master of the 
Rolie, at the CORN EXCHANGE, Gainsborough, on WEDNESDAY 
and THURSDAY, OCTOBER 1i8thand 19th, 1876,at TWELVE for ONE 
o’clock each day, the ‘‘SCOTTON ESTATE,” situate on the River 
Trent, consisting of highly important Freehold Farms, Detached Lands, 
Inn, Cottages, and Small Holdings, comprising nearly the whole of 
the Parish of Scotton; also Scotton Common, and the Common Rights 
with the Manor and its Free Warren, the whole about 4,000 acres, to- 
gether with the Advowson of Scotton, Many of the Lots will inclade 
Toftsteads, to which Commcn Rights are attached. 


FIRST DAY’S SALE. 


PARISH OF SCOTTON. 

Lot !.—The Manor of Scotton, the tord’s interest in Scotton Common, 
extending over 2,133 acres, including a Free Warren cf Conies, the 
Warren House, Quit and other Rents; also the Manor Farm, with 
capital Residence, and 233 acres, and the valuable Fisheries in the 
River Trent. 

Lot 2.—The Advowscn and Next Presentation to the Rectory of 
Scotton. A 

Lots 3, 4, and 5.—Cottages, Gardens, and Land, near the Horse Shoe 
Public-house, 7a. Ir.4p. Tenants, Crust, Marris, and others. 

Lot 6.—A Capital Farm, with Farmhouse, Cottages, and Land, 
85a. 2r. 22p., abutting upon Scotton-road. Tenanis, Moses Fish and 
others, 

Lot 7.—Three Horse Shoes Inn and 23a. 2r. 21p. 

Lot 8.—A Farm, with Cottages, the Wesleyan Chapel, and 88a. Or. 13p, 
Tenants, Moses Fish and others. 

Lots 9 and 10.—Land abutting on the Scotter-road, 22a. 3r.4p. Let 
to Skelton and others. 

Lots 11, 12, and 13.—Farm Dwelling and extensive Outhuildings, 
with Cottages and Land. Tenants, Cheswick, Drewry, and Clayton. 

Lot 14.—A Desirabie Farm, with good Farm-house, Cottages, and 
Land, abutting on the Kirton-read, 253a. 2r. 26p. Tenants, B. Lamb 
and others. 

Lots 15 and 16 —Dwelling-house in the Village, and Land intersected 
by the Kirton-road, 73a, 3r. 18p. Tenants, T. Oxley and others. 

Lot 17.—Capital Farm, with excellent Farm Residence, Cottages, and 
Land, abutting on the Northorpe-road, 286a. 2r. 23p. Tenants, Oxley, 
Lamb, and others. 

Lots 18 to 22 inclusive.—Detached Plots of Land in the East Field, 
with Dwelling-house in the Viilage, 90a. Ir. 19p. Tenants, Marris, 
Scupholme, and others, 

Lots 23 and 24.—Cottage and Land in the West Field, 49a. 2r. 24p. 
Let to Eastland, Oxley, and others. 

Lots 26 to 32 inclusive.—Dwelling-houses, Cottages, and Lands near 
the Church, 17a. lr. 5p. Tenants, Broadbent, Hudson, Hunt, Cowling, 
Hall. Noble, and others. 

Lots 33 to 36 inclusive.—Four Blocks of Accommodation Land, 
fronting the Northorpe-road, 2la. Or. 23p. Let to Hall and others. 

Lots 87 to 41 inclusive.—Detached Piots in East Field fronting the 
Northorpe-road, 221, 2r.19p. Let to Stovin, Oxley, and others, 

Lot 42,—An Inclosure of Land in the rear of the Manor House, 
3a. Or. 6p. Tenant, B. Marris. 

Lot 43.—Dwelling-house in the Village, and Land on the Gainsboro’- 
road, 28a, 3r.4p. Tenants, Cowling and others, 


SECOND DAY’S SALE. 
TOWNSHIP OF EAST FERRY AND PARISH OF OWSTON. 

Lots 44 and 45.—Cottages and Land in East Ferry, 3a. 2r. 6p. 
Tenants, Charles Robinson, Barron, and others. 

Lot 46.—A Capital Farm, with good Farm Dwelling, Cottages, and 
Land, 59a. 3r. 25p. Let to Robinson and others. 

Lot 47.—Another Capital Farm, with excellent Farm Dwellirg, 
Cottages, and Land, 7la. 2r. 6p. Tenants, T. Robinson and others. 

Lot 48.—The Wesleyan Chapel and Land adjoining, 1a. Or. Llp. 

Lot 49.—A Valuab'e Farm, with Dwelling House, Cottages, &c,, and 
35a. Or. i7p. of Land, Let to Mrs. Drewry and others. 

Lot 50.—Farm-house and Lands, 33a. 3r. 6p. Tenants, Robert 
Bainten and others. 

Lot 51.—A Good Farm, with comfortable Farm House and Land, 
53a. ir, lap. Let to Charles Fish and others. 

Lot 52.—Cotiage and Land in the North Field, Ila. 2r.22p. Let to 
John Holmes and others, 

Lots 53 and 64.—Cottages and Land abutting on the River Trent, 
9a. Or. 3p. Tenants, Turner, Goodbarn, and others. a 
- ee 55.—Farm and Lands, 23a. 2r. 7p. Tenants, T, Bainton and 

ers, 
Lot 56,—Land in the North Field, 5a. Or. 88p. Tenant, Mrs. Drewry. 





Lot 5%.—A Cottage in the Village. end Land in the North# 
38a, 3r. 2lp. Tenants, R. Hill, Waterhouse, and others, S 


AT SUSWORTH, IN THE PARISHES OF SCOTTON AND 800 7 
In the occupation of Godfrey Everett, 3 

Lot 58.—Capital Farm, with good Farm Residence, extensive Bu 
ings, and 25a. Or. 19p., abutting on the Scotter-road. . 
Lot 59.—Two Plots of Land, situate on the Trent, 7a. Ir, 34p, 
Lot 60.—Two other Closes of Land abutting on the Trent, 13a. 3r, 
Lot 61.—Two Inclosures of Land, 7a. Or. 29p. 2 


IN THE SENNEFLEET-ROAD LEADING TO SCOTTERTHOR . 
Lots 62, 63, and 64.—Three Plots of Arable Land, conteis 
18a. Sr. 8p. a 
Particulars, plans, and conditions may be had of 
Messrs, BAKER, FOLDER, & UPPERTON, Solicitors, 52, 
inn-fields, W.C. ; 
A. R. OLDMAN, Esq., Solicitor, 2, Serjeants’-inn, Chano 
Messrs, ALDRIUGE & THORN, 31, Bedford-row, W.C.; 
Messrs. ROY & CARTWRIGHT, 4, Lothbary ; 
J. H. VESSEY, Esq., Welton Manor, Louth, Lincolnshire ; 
at the Mart, E.C.; atthe following Hotels:—The White Hart, G 
borough ; Angel, Brigg; Crown, Retford ; George, Kirton-in-Lingy 
Gordon Arms, Market Rasen; Yarborough, Great Grimsby; Gry 
Northera, Lincola; Royal, Hall; Albion, Leeds; Adelphi, Li 
Palatine, Manchester; the Hen and Chickens, Birmingham ; 
the offices of Messrs. FARESROTHER, ELLIS, CLARK, & 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C., and 18, Old Broad-street, E,C, 


UO... 





HAMPSHIRE, NEAR BISHOPS WALTHAM. va 


Sound Landed Investment.—Freehold Estate, with possession, kadt 
as Durley Manor Farm, 587a. 3r. 16p,, in the parishes of Dur! ve 
Bishops Waltham, three miles from Botley Station, eight miles 
Southampton. There is a residence, the remains of an ancient @ 
sion, capable of renovation, on an attractive site. The soil is of vg 
quality, much of it being a rich sandy loam, with subsoil of gr 
and clay, andis divided into convenient inclosures, many fields 
been thrown together, wide spreading h:dges removed, parts of 
pasture land irrigated, much of it carefully drained. About’ 
acres are arable, ninety acres meadow and pasture, and 190 
wood, the whole undulating, and lying in a riug fence, capable of 
velop as a resi l estate, offering a very first-class site f 
mansion or for numerous villas. Good roads and convenient acgg 
to ali parts of the estate. It is in hand (with the exception 
few small tenancies). Tnere are several usefal cottages and th 
capital homesteads. Beltsof underwood and copses surround 
property on almost all sides, making it essentially a spd 
estate, underwood of fair growth, which will be SOLD by AUCT! 
by a 


R. BEAL (in conjunction with Messrs. TREN 
& MURRAY), at ths MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.0, 
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 18, at TWO precisely, in One Lot. 

Particulars may be had at the Mart; of 4 

Messrz. TRENCH & MURRAY, Land Agents, 21, Whit#l 
place, S.W. ; and of the Solivitors, a 
Messrs. POTTER & LOWE, Mozley-stre*t, Manchester; g 
Messrs. CHESTER, URQUHARI, MAYHEW, & HOLDEN, 1 





Staple-inn, W.C.; 
Messrs. W. PERKINS & CANDY, Southampton; 
Messrt, COLLETTE, 23, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; r 
and, witk permits to view, from the Auctionesr, 20, Regent-st 
Waterice-, .ace, 5.W. : 





In Liquidation.—* Re J, G. Cooke.”—Valuable Policies of Assu mr 
RUSHWoRTH, ABBOTT, & RUSHWORTH 4 


instructed by the Trusteo under Liquidation in Bankruptey, 
SELL, by AUCTION, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER: 
at ONE for TWO o’clock, in Three Lots, the following 
POLICIES of ASSURANCE, viz:—A Policy for £3,000 in the 
Life Association, effected in 1869 on the life of Mr. J. G. Cooke, Wii 
now in the 56th year of his age; also Two Policies for £1,000) 
£999 19s. respectively, effected in 1853 and 1862, with the Cai 
Assurance Othce on the same life. 

Particulars may be obtained of 


Messrs. MORLEY & SHIRREFF, Solicitors, 13, Palmerston 
ings, Old Broad-street, E.C.; of 

Messrs. DELOITTE, DEVER, GRIFFITHS, & CO., Acco 
4, Lothbury, E.C.; 


and of the Auctioneers, 22, Savile-row, W., and 19, Change-alley, E 





Valuable Absolute Reversion to Money inthe Funds and a P 
Assurance in the London Life Association. 


USHWORTH, ABBOTT, & RUSHWOBR 
have received instructions from the Mortgagee to SELIy. 
AUCTION, on WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 18, the valuable 
LUTE REVERSION to the SUM of £3,000 Reduced Bank Anouil 
payable on the death of a gentleman now in the 68th year of his @ 
Also the Absolute Reversion to the Residuary Personal Estate of 
Testetor (subject to the life of the same gentleman), which is estime 
at the sum of £2,800. Alsoa Policy of Assurance foc the sum of £3 
effected with the London Life Association on the life of a gen 
now in the 57th year of his age. 
Particulars may be obtained of 


E. F. SEALY, ., Solicitor, 64, Lincoln’s+inn-fields, W.C.; 
Messrs. MORLEY & SHIRREFF, Solicitors, 13, P. 
buildings, Old Broad-street, E.C. ; 


nd of the Auctioneers, 22, Savile-row, W., and 19, Chango-alloy, 














